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AGENDA FOR REGULAR BOARD MEETING
Tuesday, January 7, 2014 at 10:00 AM

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS HEARING ROOM
1415 MELODY LANE, BUILDING G, BISBEE, AZ 85603

ANY ITEM ON THIS AGENDA IS OPEN FOR DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

THE ORDER OR DELETION OF ANY ITEM ON THIS AGENDA IS SUBJECT TO MODIFICATION AT THE MEETING

ROLL CALL  
Members of the Cochise County Board of Supervisors will attend either in person or by telephone, video or internet conferencing. 

 Note that some attachments may be updated after the agenda is published. This means that some
presentation materials displayed at the Board meeting may differ slightly from the attached version.

           

CALL TO THE PUBLIC
 

This is the time for the public to comment. Members of the Board may not discuss items that are not
specifically identified on the agenda.   
 

 

CONSENT
 

Board of Supervisors
 

1. Approve the appointment of the following person as Precinct Committee person for
the Republican Party of Cochise County: Precinct #32 SV County Club, Kathryn A. Clark.

 

2. Approve the Minutes of the regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of December 17, 2013.
 

 



           

Community Development
 

3. Approve proposed amendment to the By-Laws of the Building Code Advisory and Appeals
Board, to add term limits.

 

County Attorney
 

4. Authorize the Arizona Attorney General’s Office to represent Cochise County in all tax appeal
litigation of centrally assessed property for tax years 2013 and 2014 to include, but not be
limited to cases filed by Cable One Incorporated.

 

County Sheriff
 

5. Approve Contract #2014-164-050 between the Governor's Office of Highway Safety (GOHS)
and the Sheriff's Office providing $46,000 in funding for a DUI Enforcement vehicle for the term
of October 1, 2013 through September 30, 2014.

 

Facilities
 

6. Approve the award of Invitation for Bids (IFB) No. 14-17-FAC-034 for the Purchase and
Delivery of AV Gas and Jet Aviation Fuel in the estimated amount of $51,000 for the period of
January 1, 2014 to December 31, 2014 with four 1-year renewal options.

 

Finance
 

7. Approve an Interagency Service Agreement with the Arizona Department of Administration,
General Accounting Office in the amount of $2,000 for the initial setup fee to host and publish
Cochise County data on their website to comply with the financial transparency requirement per
A.R.S. 41-725 effective from  January 7, 2014 to December 31, 2017.

 

8. Approve demands and budget amendments for operating transfers.
 

Health & Social Services
 

9. Approve Amendment 1 to Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) #ADHS13-034429, Teen
Pregnancy Prevention Program, between the Arizona Department of Health Services (ADHS)
and Cochise Health & Social Services, in the amount of $136,414 for the period of January 1,
2014 through December 31, 2014.

 

Indigent Defense
 

10. Approve an award of contract to Thomas C. Holz for Indigent Defense Contract Services
pursuant to Request for Qualifications (RFQ) No. 14-03-IDC-01 for the period of January 7,
2014 through June 30, 2014.

 

PUBLIC HEARINGS
 

Board of Supervisors
 

11. Approve an Acquisition of Control liquor license application for a series #6 (bar) liquor license
submitted by Mr. Gary J. Cowell for Dillon's located at 6415 E. Hwy 90, Sierra Vista, 85635.

 

Community Development

 



Community Development
 

12. Adopt Zoning Ordinance 14-01 to approve the proposed amendments to the Cochise County
Zoning Regulations pertaining to On-Site Agricultural Processing to simplify and clarify the
requirements while not altering the intent.

 

13. Adopt Resolution 14-01 to approve Docket R-14-03, amending the Cochise County Building
Safety Code for calculation requirements for Residential Fire Sprinklers and to amend the size
of One-story detached accessory structures with no utilities (sheds).

 

ACTION
 

Community Development
 

14. Adopt Resolution 14-02 authorizing the release of parcel 104-27-200 from the Assurance
Agreement of the Rio Corte Subdivision.

 

15. Adopt Resolution 14-03 to support an Intergovernmental Agreement with the City of Sierra
Vista for funding and construction responsibilities for the Cochise-Vista bicycle path. 

 

County Sheriff
 

16. Approve the award Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 14-02-FAC-03 for Inmate Video
Visitation/Phone Services to Securus Technology for the period of January 7, 2014 through
December 31, 2018.

 

17. Approve a Detention Officer Pay Plan to allow base salary adjustments dependent upon
certification/training qualifications and tenure requirements.

 

REPORT BY MICHAEL J. ORTEGA, COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR  -- RECENT AND PENDING
COUNTY MATTERS

 

SUMMARY OF CURRENT EVENTS
 

Report by District 1 Supervisor, Patrick Call
 

Report by District 2 Supervisor, Ann English
 

Report by District 3 Supervisor, Richard Searle
 

Pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), Cochise County does not, by reason of a disability, exclude from
participation in or deny benefits or services, programs or activities or discriminate against any qualified person with a disability.

Inquiries regarding compliance with ADA provisions, accessibility or accommodations can be directed to Chris Mullinax,
Safety/Loss Control Analyst at (520) 432-9720, FAX (520) 432-9716, TDD (520) 432-8360, 1415 Melody Lane, Building F,

Bisbee, Arizona 85603. 

Cochise County - 1415 Melody Lane, Building G - Bisbee, Arizona 85603
(520) 432-9200 - Fax (520) 432-5016 - Email: board@cochise.az.gov

www.cochise.az.gov

"PUBLIC PROGRAMS, PERSONAL SERVICE"

 

http://www.cochise.az.gov


   

    Consent      1.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Board of Supervisors             
Meeting Date: 01/07/2014  

Republican Precinct Committee Members
Submitted By: Arlethe Rios, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: 
Document Signatures: # of ORIGINALS

Submitted for Signature: 
NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a

Mandated Function?: Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the appointment of the following person as Precinct Committee person for the Republican Party
of Cochise County: Precinct #32 SV County Club, Kathryn A. Clark.

Background:
Requested by the Cochise County Republican Committee and verified as eligible by the County
Elections department.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Send letters to those approved with copies to Elections and to the Cochise County Repulican Party.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Vacancies will exist in these positions.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Send letters to committee members.

Attachments
PC REP VERIFICATION







   

    Consent      2.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Board of Supervisors             
Meeting Date: 01/07/2014  

Minutes
Submitted By: Arlethe Rios, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: 
Document Signatures: # of ORIGINALS

Submitted for Signature: 
NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a

Mandated Function?: Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the Minutes of the regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of December 17, 2013.

Background:
Minutes

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Signed minutes routed for processing and posted on the internet.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
n/a

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Send to the Recorder's Office for microfiche purposes.

Attachments
Warrants
12.17.13 Draft Minutes



Cochise Co. Demands 12.17.13
75119 12/02/2013 Ortega, Michael J. $792.87
75120 12/03/2013 AOC Corrections Officer Retire $17,589.51
75121 12/03/2013 Correction Officers $14,586.20
75122 12/03/2013 Public Safety Retirement Syst $82,813.09
75123 12/03/2013 Public Safety Retirement Syst $23,750.80
75124 12/04/2013 Waste Mgmt of AZ - Sierra Vista Hauling $104.76
75125 12/04/2013 AmeriGas - Sierra Vista $779.43
75126 12/04/2013 Aqua Life $18.00
75127 12/04/2013 AZ Public Service (APS) $1,021.45
75128 12/04/2013 AZ Public Service (APS) $35,699.20
75129 12/04/2013 AZ Public Service (APS) $285.05
75130 12/04/2013 AZ Water Company $2,954.79
75131 12/04/2013 AZ Water Company $201.68
75132 12/04/2013 Bella Vista Water Company-Liberty Water $894.95
75133 12/04/2013 Benson, City of $115.76
75134 12/04/2013 Bowie Water Improvement District $79.58
75135 12/04/2013 CenturyLink $108.45
75136 12/04/2013 CenturyLink $106.98
75137 12/04/2013 CenturyLink $176.59
75138 12/04/2013 CenturyLink $64.02
75139 12/04/2013 Clear Springs Utility, Inc. $67.64
75140 12/04/2013 Douglas, City of $129.49
75141 12/04/2013 Elfrida Water Improvement $28.74
75142 12/04/2013 Pueblo del Sol Water Company $227.12
75143 12/04/2013 Southwest Gas Corporation $90.42
75144 12/04/2013 Sulphur Springs Valley Elec Coop, Inc. $492.79
75145 12/04/2013 Sulphur Springs Valley Elec Coop, Inc. $3,184.05
75146 12/04/2013 Sulphur Springs Valley Elec Coop, Inc. $302.97
75147 12/04/2013 Sulphur Springs Valley Elec Coop, Inc. $648.25
75148 12/04/2013 SunTrust Leasing Corp. $55,395.84
75149 12/04/2013 Valley Telephone Cooperative, Inc. $1,182.07
75150 12/04/2013 Waste Mgmt of AZ - Sierra Vista Hauling $115.45
75151 12/04/2013 Willcox, City of $890.91
75152 12/04/2013 Willcox, City of $536.95
75153 12/05/2013 Aadland, Graves & Associates, Inc. $275.00
75154 12/05/2013 ACE Hardware - Bisbee $112.82
75155 12/05/2013 Action Target Inc. $61,768.35
75156 12/05/2013 Anderson, Steven J. $250.00
75157 12/05/2013 ARAMARK Services, Inc. $36,970.86
75158 12/05/2013 AZ Department of Corrections - Douglas $515.00
75159 12/05/2013 AZ Department of Corrections - Douglas $708.50
75160 12/05/2013 AZ Department of Corrections - Douglas $1,180.00
75161 12/05/2013 AZ Department of Environmental Quality $1,075.00
75162 12/05/2013 AZ Department of Environmental Quality $350.00
75163 12/05/2013 AZ Department of Environmental Quality $5,628.05
75164 12/05/2013 AZ Department of Transportation $2,338.76
75165 12/05/2013 AZ Justice of the Peace Association $100.00
75166 12/05/2013 AZ Range News $31.00
75167 12/05/2013 AZ State Treasurer $184,567.00
75168 12/05/2013 AZ Supreme Court $13,270.00
75169 12/05/2013 AZ Water Company $1,050.85
75170 12/05/2013 Axle Transmission Inc. $3,278.95
75171 12/05/2013 Axle Transmission Inc. $1,937.87
75172 12/05/2013 B&S Supply Co, Inc $1,138.62
75173 12/05/2013 Baird, Leslie A, CR $261.20
75174 12/05/2013 Banning Creek Enterprises, LLC $7,403.46
75175 12/05/2013 Bisbee Observer $42.96
75176 12/05/2013 Bob Barker Company, Inc. $759.55
75177 12/05/2013 Branco Machinery Co. $1,820.88
75178 12/05/2013 Brown & White Inc $15,361.66
75179 12/05/2013 Canyon Building & Design, LLC $100,546.20
75180 12/05/2013 Catholic Comm Services Southern AZ, Inc. $472.00
75181 12/05/2013 CenturyLink $64.34
75182 12/05/2013 CenturyLink $64.34
75183 12/05/2013 CenturyLink $88.45
75184 12/05/2013 Cochise Private Industry Council, Inc. $56,652.00
75185 12/05/2013 Copper Queen Community Hospital $65.00
75186 12/05/2013 Copygraphix Inc. $256.10
75187 12/05/2013 Correctional Healthcare Companies, Inc. $180.00
75188 12/05/2013 CRM of America LLC $1,406.16
75189 12/05/2013 DeConcini McDonald Yetwin & Lacy, P.C. $1,105.50
75190 12/05/2013 Dell Marketing LP $2,199.62
75191 12/05/2013 Dell Marketing LP $3,525.95
75192 12/05/2013 Desert Hawk Publications, Inc. $1,200.00
75193 12/05/2013 Direct TV $23.00
75194 12/05/2013 Dorado Personnel, Sierra Vista Personnel $327.60
75195 12/05/2013 Dorado Personnel, Sierra Vista Personnel $1,235.37

75196 12/05/2013 Douglas, City of $14,256.77
75197 12/05/2013 Empire Southwest LLC $1,145.26
75198 12/05/2013 Engineering Environmental Consultants, Inc. $6,186.00
75199 12/05/2013 Ennis Paint $27,938.80
75200 12/05/2013 Ennis Paint $3,051.84
75201 12/05/2013 ESRI, Inc. $877.49
75202 12/05/2013 Federal Aviation Administration $6,498.00
75203 12/05/2013 Federal Express Corporation $9.27
75204 12/05/2013 Federal Express Corporation $87.81
75205 12/05/2013 Glock Inc $1,304.16
75206 12/05/2013 Hemco $1,076.17
75207 12/05/2013 IBM $664.41
75208 12/05/2013 JE Fuller/Hydrology & Geomorphology, Inc. $47,815.49
75209 12/05/2013 JE Fuller/Hydrology & Geomorphology, Inc. $2,437.50
75210 12/05/2013 JE Fuller/Hydrology & Geomorphology, Inc. $14,420.00
75211 12/05/2013 Kimberlee K. Mulhern $1,933.20
75212 12/05/2013 Lamoree, Candace Jean $330.00
75213 12/05/2013 Lawley Motors $29,884.35
75214 12/05/2013 Maccaferri, Inc. $17,940.00
75215 12/05/2013 Madden Preprint Media $317.00
75216 12/05/2013 Mattson, Luanne $3,000.00
75217 12/05/2013 McNeil's Custom Engraving $67.30
75218 12/05/2013 Merle's Automotive Supply, Inc. $47.44
75219 12/05/2013 Mr Shed Inc $1,947.74
75220 12/05/2013 Neuropsychological Assessment 

& Consulting, PLC $1,300.00
75221 12/05/2013 Newport 653 Graphic Design $175.00
75222 12/05/2013 Nyander, Penny Sue $980.00
75223 12/05/2013 Office Smart $78.30
75224 12/05/2013 One Random Act, LLC $3,408.72
75225 12/05/2013 Pre-ven Tronics $1,551.51
75226 12/05/2013 Prudential Overall Supply $43.55
75227 12/05/2013 Reed, Cynthia - Court Reporter $585.20
75228 12/05/2013 Rehab Creative, LLC $4,730.25
75229 12/05/2013 Road Machinery Company $3,118.33
75230 12/05/2013 RWC International, LTD $492.59
75231 12/05/2013 San Diego Police Equipment Co $234.69
75232 12/05/2013 Schlesinger, Aaron $109.20
75233 12/05/2013 Senergy Petroleum LLC $14,743.92
75234 12/05/2013 Signs by Kurt $210.00
75235 12/05/2013 Sparkletts $71.08
75236 12/05/2013 Sparkletts $48.42
75237 12/05/2013 Staples $1,777.45
75238 12/05/2013 Stericycle Inc. $245.20
75239 12/05/2013 Thomson West $142.69
75240 12/05/2013 Thomson West $85.51
75241 12/05/2013 Thomson West $1,835.02
75242 12/05/2013 Tombstone Gold & Silver, Inc. $1,891.60
75243 12/05/2013 Tombstone Gold & Silver, Inc. $2,935.59
75244 12/05/2013 UniFirst Corporation $388.02
75245 12/05/2013 UniFirst Corporation $167.01
75246 12/05/2013 United Truck & Equipment $114.78
75247 12/05/2013 Unitrends, Inc. $23,173.50
75248 12/05/2013 Valley Imaging Solutions, Inc. $1,203.46
75249 12/05/2013 Valley Telephone Cooperative, Inc. $123.84
75250 12/05/2013 VCA Apache Animal Hospital $247.65
75251 12/05/2013 Verizon Wireless $22.14
75252 12/05/2013 Verizon Wireless $115.88
75253 12/05/2013 Watson Chevrolet $416.89
75254 12/05/2013 Waxie Sanitary Supply $201.91
75255 12/05/2013 West Press $154.04
75256 12/05/2013 Willcox Auto Parts Inc. $16.03
75257 12/05/2013 Willcox, City of $141.18
75258 12/05/2013 Zumar Industries Inc $1,228.50
75259 12/05/2013 CenturyLink $33.01
75260 12/05/2013 Circle K Store $3.39
75261 12/05/2013 Cochise County Justice Court #5 $20.00
75262 12/05/2013 Cochise County Juvenile Court Services $143.91
75263 12/05/2013 Cochise County Sheriff's Department $1,088.94
75264 12/05/2013 Corey, Karen R. MS $1,050.00
75265 12/05/2013 Corey, Karen R. MS $2,055.00
75266 12/05/2013 English, Ann $990.72
75267 12/05/2013 Furnier, Katja $67.27
75268 12/05/2013 Itule-Klasen, Lee $48.00
75269 12/05/2013 Munoz, Thelma $10.80
75270 12/05/2013 Ortiz, Armando $50.42
75271 12/05/2013 Pitney Bowes Reserve Account $10,000.00
75272 12/05/2013 TNA Salon n Boxing $600.00



75273 12/05/2013 Windemere Hotel & Confer Cntr $650.75
75274 12/05/2013 Wood, Allysia $100.00
75275 12/05/2013 Beach, Lara Mae $41.00
75276 12/05/2013 Berry, Trudy $41.00
75277 12/05/2013 Buckner, Marianne $12.71
75278 12/05/2013 Colon, Jasmin $12.71
75279 12/05/2013 Flannigan, Ana $208.80
75280 12/05/2013 Godfrey, Marilyn $62.64
75281 12/05/2013 Hill, Bethany $146.48
75282 12/05/2013 Honorable David Morales $93.71
75283 12/05/2013 Lueck, Elizabeth $18.56
75284 12/05/2013 McIntyre, Jennifer Lin $12.71
75285 12/05/2013 Murray, Juanita $44.00
75286 12/05/2013 Ortega, Michael J. $44.00
75287 12/05/2013 Rhodes, Christine $41.00
75288 12/05/2013 Romero, Todd $85.00
75289 12/05/2013 Romero, Tracey $172.55
75290 12/05/2013 Sawinski, Cindy $259.55
75291 12/05/2013 Welch, Catherine $120.93
75292 12/10/2013 AZ Department of Revenue $219.89
75293 12/10/2013 CitiFinancial-Chandler $26.02
75294 12/10/2013 Cochise County/Sheakley/National Bank $8,523.82
75295 12/10/2013 Colonial Suppemental Insurance $11.50
75296 12/10/2013 Correction Officers $265.03
75297 12/10/2013 DCS $359.04
75298 12/10/2013 General Revenue Corporation $128.76
75299 12/10/2013 GMAC, c/o Jennifer A. Christie $20.72
75300 12/10/2013 Gurstel Chargo PA $65.10
75301 12/10/2013 NACO West $21,378.61
75302 12/10/2013 NYS Child Support Processing Center $49.00
75303 12/10/2013 Pre-paid Legal Services, Inc. dba LegalShield $1,698.91
75304 12/10/2013 Public Safety Retirement Syst $282.31
75305 12/10/2013 Public Safety Retirement Syst $1,117.14
75306 12/10/2013 Seidberg Law Offices, P.C. $256.89
75307 12/10/2013 Support Payment Clearinghouse $6,160.63
75308 12/10/2013 TIAA-CREF as agent for JPMorgan Chase $4,000.00
75309 12/10/2013 U.S. Department of Education $160.79
75310 12/10/2013 United Way $80.00
75311 12/10/2013 Manring, Donald Gene $349.34



D R A F T
PROCEEDINGS OF THE COCHISE COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

REGULAR MEETING HELD ON
Tuesday, December 17, 2013

A regular board meeting of the Cochise County Board of Supervisors was held on Tuesday, December
17, 2013 10:00 a.m. in the Board of Supervisors’ Hearing Room, 1415 Melody Lane, Building G, Bisbee,
Arizona. 

Chairman English called the meeting to order at 10:00 a.m.

Present: Ann English, Chairman; Richard R. Searle, Vice-Chairman 

 
Absent: Patrick G. Call, Supervisor 

 

Staff
Present:

Michael J. Ortega, County Administrator; Jim Vlahovich, Deputy County Administrator;
Elda Orduno, Civil Deputy County Attorney; Arlethe G. Rios, Clerk of the Board 

ANY ITEM ON THIS AGENDA IS OPEN FOR DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

THE ORDER OR DELETION OF ANY ITEM ON THIS AGENDA IS SUBJECT TO MODIFICATION AT THE MEETING

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIENCE

           

CALL TO THE PUBLIC
 

Chairman English opened the Call to the Public.

Mr. Jack Cook addressed the Board on personal matters. 

No one else chose to speak and Chairman English closed the Call to the Public.

Chairman English requested Item 13 be removed from the Action Agenda.
 

CONSENT
 

Board of Supervisors
 

1. Approve the Minutes of the regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of December 3, 2013.   

 

2. Approve the appointment of the following person as Precinct Committee person for
the Republican Party of Cochise County: Precinct #5 BI Don Luis, Florence Ruth Scott.

  

 

3. Approve the Annual Joint Funding Agreement (JFA No. 2) with United States Geological   

 



3. Approve the Annual Joint Funding Agreement (JFA No. 2) with United States Geological
Survey (USGS) in the amount of $56,900 for the period of October 1, 2013 to September 30,
2014 to conduct hydrologic investigations and data collection.

  

 

Court Administration
 

4. Certify that the total court revenues collected in Fiscal Year 2012/2013 exceeded total court
revenues collected in Fiscal Year 1997/1998 and authorize distribution of the 5% set-aside
revenues, pursuant to ARS 41-2421.

  

 

Facilities
 

5. Approve the Airport Development Reimbursable Grant Agreement # E4F3D with Arizona
Department of Transportation (ADOT) in the amount of $9,642 to update the Airport Master
Plan Study at Bisbee Douglas International Airport.

  

 

6. Approve the Airport Development Reimbursable Grant Agreement # E4F3E with the Arizona
Department of Transportation (ADOT) in the amount of $8,724 to update the Airport Master
Plan Study at the Cochise County Airport.

  

 

Finance
 

7. Approve demands and budget amendments for operating transfers.

Warrants Nos.75119, 74124-75291, 75313-75528 were issued in the amount of
$1,516,477.99.

Pursuant to A.R.S. §11-217(C), the published minutes shall include all demands and
warrants approved by the Board in excess of one thousand dollars except that multiple
demands and warrants from a single supplier or individual under one thousand dollars whose
cumulative total exceeds one thousand dollars in a single reporting period shall also be
published.

Issued warrants are listed as an attachment at the end of the minutes.

  

 

Information Technologies
 

8. Approve an award of contract to Rehab Creative, LLC for County Web Development Services
in the not to exceed dollar amount of $72,000.

Vice-Chairman Searle made a motion to approve items 1-8 of the Consent Agenda.
Chairman English seconded the motion and it carried 2-0-1; (Call absent).

  

 

ACTION
 

Board of Supervisors
 

9. Approve a monetary allocation to the Willcox Cares Organization, a subcommittee of the
Willcox Chamber of Commerce for a hazard abatement project for removal of debris at the
site of the former Desert Inn Motel on Haskell Avenue within the city limits of the City of
Willcox.

Mr. Alan Baker, Willcox Chamber of Commerce, explained that the project was to clean up

  

 



hazardous parts of the community. He said that any amount the Board would be willing to
allocate would be helpful.

Mr. Ortega noted that funds were available and that staff recommended approval since the
impact would be great not only for the City of Willcox, but the County itself.

Vice-Chairman Searle said that although in the City of Willcox this was a County project
since it reflected directly on the County and noted that the City had already made a
contribution as well as donations from community fundraisers. 

Chairman English said that the County was always looking for opportunities to partner with
organizations and communities to better the communities we all serve. 

Vice-Chairman Searle moved to approve a $20,000 allocation to the Willcox Cares
Organization, a subcommittee of the Willcox Chamber of Commerce for a hazard abatement
project for removal of debris at the site of the former Desert Inn Motel on Haskell Avenue
within the city limits of the City of Willcox. Chairman English seconded the motion.

Chairman English called for the vote and it carried 2-0-1; (Call absent).
 

County Sheriff
 

10. Approve Operation Stone Garden program award, Agreement Number
13-AZDOHS-OPSG-130412-01 for overtime and mileage, effective November 01, 2013
through December 31, 2014 in the amount of $1,098,769. 

Lieutenant Ken Foster, County Sheriff’s Office presented this item. Mr. Foster gave the
background and said that they had participated in this program for many years. He explained
that the grant allows the Sheriff’s Office to assist Border Patrol combat illegal activities
involving border related incidents. 

Chairman English asked about reports to the federal government about how money is spent
and how the amount received is determined. 

Lt. Foster said that reports are submitted at the State level, but individual reports are not
available. 

Commander Genz said that a committee decided on the amount based on past activity. 

Vice-Chairman Searle moved to approve Operation Stone Garden program award,
Agreement Number 13-AZDOHS-OPSG-130412-01 for overtime and mileage, effective
November 01, 2013 through December 31, 2014 in the amount of $1,098,769. Chairman
English seconded the motion.

Chairman English called for the vote and it carried 2-0; Call absent.

  

 

11. Approve Operation Stone Garden program award, Agreement Number
13-AZDOHS-OPSG-130412-02 for equipment, effective November 01, 2013 through October
31, 2014 in the amount of $111,675.

Lieutenant Ken Foster, County Sheriff’s Office presented this item. Mr. Foster explained that
equipment is also funded to help deputies combat the drug/illegal immigrant problem as well
as crimes being committed by immigrants. He noted that this year’s funds would be used for
infrared cameras equipped with computer software. 

  

 



Mr. Ortega said that these funds are anticipated and discussed during the budget. 

Vice-Chairman Searle moved to approve Operation Stone Garden program award,
Agreement Number 13-AZDOHS-OPSG-130412-02 for equipment, effective November 01,
2013 through October 31, 2014 in the amount of $111,675. Chairman English seconded the
motion.

Chairman English called for the vote and it carried 2-0-1; (Call absent).
 

Facilities
 

12. Approve or reject all bids in response to Invitation for Bids (IFB) No. 14-12-FAC-03 for the
JP6 (Bowie) Addition/Alteration project.

Mr. Dave Seward, Procurement Director presented this item. Mr. Seward gave the
background and said that the bids were significantly higher and the County Administrator
requested all bids be rejected.

Chairman English asked how the project changed so much. 

Mr. Eddie Levins, Facilities Management Director said that additions to the library and court
shared space as well as bathrooms and a closed breezeway had added to the original
project as well as possibly adding another office space for the Sheriff’s Office. 

Mr. Ortega explained that costs were also higher due to the location of the site as it was hard
to get contractors with their supplies out there. He also said that the scope had to be looked at
once more to insure proper design and costs. 

Chairman English stated that all County buildings should reflect professionalism and
therefore funds should be spent to ensure buildings are safe and up to standard to provide
employees the best tools to serve citizens. 

Vice-Chairman Searle said that the project should move forward, but bids should be lower to
save costs. 

Vice-Chairman Searle moved to reject all bids in response to Invitation for Bids (IFB) No.
14-12-FAC-03 for the JP6 (Bowie) Addition/Alteration project. Chairman English seconded
the motion.

Chairman English called for the vote and it carried 2-0-1; (Call absent).

  

 

Procurement
 

13. Approve the sale of one metal four drawer filing cabinet, declared surplus by Property
Management, to The Cochise Water Project in Sierra Vista in the amount of $1.

This item was removed from the agenda.

  

 

REPORT BY MICHAEL J. ORTEGA, COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR  -- RECENT AND PENDING

 



REPORT BY MICHAEL J. ORTEGA, COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR  -- RECENT AND PENDING
COUNTY MATTERS

Mr. Ortega reported that he would be out of the office from December 18, 2013 to January 6, 2014
and that Mr. Vlahovich and Ms. Klein would be available to deal with any issues in his absence.  

 

SUMMARY OF CURRENT EVENTS
 

Report by District 1 Supervisor, Patrick Call

Supervisor Call was absent. 
 

Report by District 2 Supervisor, Ann English

Chairman English attended the Board office holiday party.
 

Report by District 3 Supervisor, Richard Searle

Vice-Chairman Searle reported on the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) meeting in
Sierra Vista and said they would be going over the bylaws. 

 

Chairman English adjourned the meeting at 10:33 a.m.

APPROVED:

_____________________________________
Ann English, Chairman

ATTEST:

______________________________________
Arlethe G. Rios, Clerk of the Board

 



   

    Consent      3.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Community Development             
Meeting Date: 01/07/2014  

Add Term Limits to By-Laws of Building Code Advisory and Appeals Board
Submitted By: Beverly Wilson, Community

Development
Department: Community Development Division: Planning & Zoning

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature NOT Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Beverly Wilson TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Planning
Director

Docket Number (If applicable): R-14-02
Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve proposed amendment to the By-Laws of the Building Code Advisory and Appeals Board, to add
term limits.

Background:
FROM: Beverly Wilson, Planning Director
SUBJECT: Docket R-14-02 (Amendment to By-Laws of the Building Code Advisory and Appeals Board,
Adding Term Limits)
DATE: December 20, 2013, for the January 7, 2014, Board of Supervisors Meeting
I. NATURE OF REQUEST
Docket R-14-02 is a recommendation to amend the By-Laws of the Building Code Advisory and Appeals
Board, to add term limits for each appointed member. The By-Laws were adopted as Ordinance 045-13,
on the 25th of June, 2013 by the Board of Supervisors. The Term Limits were inadvertently omitted. 
II: PROPOSED TERM LIMITS
Pursuant to A.R.S. §§ 11-861 and 11-862, the Cochise County Board of Supervisors established a
Building Code Advisory and Appeals Board to perform the duties set forth in § 11-862 and to hear
appeals from orders, decisions or determinations by the Building Official regarding the application and
interpretation of the adopted building codes. Inadvertently, term limits were omitted from the By-Laws
governing this Board. The By-Laws will be amended by adding Article 4, as follows: 
ARTICLE 4 – TERMS OF MEMBERS
1. Terms: The terms of the members of the Board first appointed shall be two years for members
designated in 1A (architect) and 1B (professional engineer), three years for members designated in 1.C
(general contractor) and 1.D (A person representing the public and a resident of the county), and four
years for members designated in 1.E (A person engaged in the electrical, mechanical, or plumbing
trade), 1.F (a contractor with experience in green building) and 1.G (A representative from a Fire
Department or with a specialized knowledge of fire codes). Thereafter, each term shall be four years.
Vacancies in any term shall be filled only for the unexpired portion of the term. 
III: RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve the amendment to the By-Laws of the Building
Code Advisory and Appeals Board, to add term limits as proposed.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):



Notify appointed Board Members of their individual term limits. 

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
The appointed members of the Building Code Advisory and Appeals Board have no term limits.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Record amended By-Laws and provide copy to Beverly Wilson for the file.



   

    Consent      4.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Attorney             
Meeting Date: 01/07/2014  

Authorize the Arizona Attorney General's Office to represent Cochise County in 2013 and 2014 tax appeal
cases
Submitted By: Sue Blanchard, County Attorney
Department: County Attorney

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature NOT Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

N/A TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

N/A

Docket Number (If applicable): 
Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Authorize the Arizona Attorney General’s Office to represent Cochise County in all tax appeal litigation of
centrally assessed property for tax years 2013 and 2014 to include, but not be limited to cases filed by
Cable One Incorporated.

Background:
Recommendation: It is recommended that the Board authorize the Arizona Attorney General's Office to
represent the County in all centrally assessed property appeals for the 2013 and 2014 tax years.
Background (Brief): Arizona Department of Revenue and individual Counties, where centrally assessed
property is located, have been named as Defendants in an appeal filed in the Arizona Tax Court. This is
a yearly event and each County named in these suits may choose to authorize the Arizona Attorney
General's Office to represent the County in these tax litigations. This procedure has been followed in
past years and the County maintains the right to approve/disapprove any proposed settlement. The
Arizona Attorney General's Office will also be responsible for any court ordered award of attorney's fees
in these cases thereby reducing the exposure of the County in the event of an adverse judgment. Fiscal
Impact & Funding Sources: Not applicable, no funding sources are required. Fiscal impact may be a
slight reduction in the tax base if the taxpayer(s) wins/win their appeal(s).

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Next Steps/Action Items/Follow-up: Upon approval by the Board, Counsel for the County will write a letter
to the Arizona Attorney General’s Office authorizing them to defend the County on tax appeals of
centrally assessed property, reserving the right to approve/disapprove of any proposed settlement.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Impact of Not Approving: Additional litigation for the County, with the risk that if the Arizona Tax Court
would rule in the taxpayer’s favor, there would be a reduction of the tax base and County might be
subject to paying the Plaintiff’s fees and expenses.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Advise County Attorney's Office - Civil Division upon Board's approval.





   

    Consent      5.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Sheriff             
Meeting Date: 01/07/2014  

GOHS Vehicle Grant
Submitted By: Mark Genz, County Sheriff
Department: County Sheriff

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

2

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Mark P. Genz TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Commander

Docket Number (If applicable): 
Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve Contract #2014-164-050 between the Governor's Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) and the
Sheriff's Office providing $46,000 in funding for a DUI Enforcement vehicle for the term of October 1,
2013 through September 30, 2014.

Background:
This grant is from the Governor's Office of Highway Safety for the purchase of a police package vehicle
to be use for DUI and traffic enforcement. This purchase was previously approved by the board in June
of last year. The vehicle was ordered but could not be received before the end of federal fiscal year 2013.
This contract is a continuation of the grant and provides a valid grant for federal fiscal year 2014 so the
vehicle, which is still in transit can be funded and paid for when it arrives. The amount of the grant is the
same as previously approved.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Upon approval by the board and GOHS, the Sheriff's Office will take delivery of, equip and deploy the
vehicle.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Sheriff's Office will not receive necessary equipment for continued and enhanced DUI and traffic
enforcement.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Upon completion please return both original copies to the Sheriff's Office so they can be forwarded to the
Governor's Office of Highway Safety.

Attachments
DUI Vehicle





















































   

    Consent      6.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Facilities             
Meeting Date: 01/07/2014  

Award of Bid for Aviation Fuel at BDI
Submitted By: Dave Seward, Procurement
Department: Procurement

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

2

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

N/A TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

N/A

Mandated Function?: Federal or State Mandate  Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the award of Invitation for Bids (IFB) No. 14-17-FAC-034 for the Purchase and Delivery of AV
Gas and Jet Aviation Fuel in the estimated amount of $51,000 for the period of January 1, 2014 to
December 31, 2014 with four 1-year renewal options.

Background:
The current contract for AV Gas and Jet Aviation Fuel will expire on December 31, 2013 and there are no
more renewal options. IFB No. 14-17-FAC-03 was released on November 5, 2013 in order to establish a
new contract. Bid notices were mailed to 3 vendors and the bid was posted on the County Website and
the bid was advertised in the Arizona Range News on November14 and 24, 2013. At the date and time of
bid closing of December 5, 2013 at 4:00 p.m., one bid was received, from the current contractor. The bid
pricing is attached.

The purpose of this bid is to provide aviation fuel for the Bisbee-Douglas International (BDI) Airport.
Aviation fuel is purchased by Cochise County for resale to users of the airport as well as for sale to the
National Forest Service wild land firefighting operations, military operations, or other special purpose
activities. Through a competitive bid process the County is ensuring its airport users obtain a competitive
price for aviation fuel.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Issue blanket purchase order & monitor contract performance.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Procurement would be required to obtain price quotes every time aviation fuel is required most likely
resulting in higher prices and additional administrative time.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Contracts signed by contractor will be hand carried to the Clerk of the Board.

Fiscal Impact
Fiscal Year:



One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$):
Ongoing Costs? ($$$):
County Match Required? ($$$):
A-87 Overhead Amt? (Co. Cost Allocation $$$):
Source of Funding?:
Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):
Estimated Expenses

Jet A - $29,927.00 – Fund line: 105-2000-9-412.720
Avgas - $20,444.00 – Fund line: 105-2000-9-412.730

Estimated Revenues

Jet A - $65,105.00 – Fund line: 105-2000-9-347.101
Avgas - $26,496.00 – Fund line: 105-2000-9.347.102

Attachments
Bid
Contract



COCHISE COUNTY PROCUREMENT DEPARTMENT
Bid Tabulation Form

IFB 14-17-FAC-03
PURCHASE & DELIVERY OF GENERAL AVIATION GASOLINE

AND JET AVIATION FUEL

Open 12/05/13 at 4:00 PM

Delivery Point Fuel Ascent Aviation Group, 
LLC

BDI

Av Gas
Full Load
(4,001 gal. or more) $4.0265
Av Gas Part Load
(4,000 gal. or less) $4.0656
Delivery Price per 
Gallon
Full Load Market*
Delivery Price per  
Gallon
Part Load Market*
Jet A
Full Load
(4,001 gal. or more) $3.108
Jet A
Part Load
(4,000 gal. or less) $3.108
Delivery Price per 
Gallon
Full Load + $.35
Delivery Price per 
Gallon
Part Load + $ .35**

Cochise College

Av Gas
Full Load
(4,001 gal. or more) $4.0656
Av Gas
Part Load(4,000 
gal. or less) $4.0656
Delivery Price per 
Gallon
Full Load Market*
Delivery Price per 
Gallon
Part Load Market* 

Both
Stand-by Charge 
for wait of 30 
minutes or more None

Both Delivery Time in 
Hours ARO 4 Hours

Both PP Discount $ .02/10 Net 30 check

Both Manufacturer of Av 
Gas Phillips 66

Both Manufacturer of Jet 
A Phillips 66



Delivery Point Fuel Ascent Aviation Group, 
LLC

Both IGA Yes

* AV Gas is always priced at market from refinery to Ascent and to the airport.  There is no way to 
provide a worthwhile (to Cochise County) markup above the index.

**The delivery price (freight cost only) includes mostly a fixed price and a surcharge imposed by the 
carrier that is based on monthly cost functions in diesel fuel.  A full load fuel price with 
delivery is 35 cents above the index.  The delivery portion is 10 cents per gallon.  A 4000-91 

delivery would cost about 10 cents per gallon if we can share a full load with another airport.  If not, the price 
would be 20 cents per gallon (for freight) or $.45 above index.  We likely can share.





   

    Consent      7.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Finance             
Meeting Date: 01/07/2014  

Agreement with Arizona Department of Administration, General Accounting Office for OpenBooks System
Submitted By: Arlethe Rios, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

3

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a

Mandated Function?: Federal or State Mandate  Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

REMINDER: You will use this Agenda Item template if your item involves a Grant (whether a
new or renewal grant).  You also must attach the Grant Approval Form to the
item before Finance will approve it. Select the SPECIAL LINKS on your left-hand
menu and Click on "Grant Approval Form". Then complete the form, save it and
attach it to your item (on the Attachments tab). 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve an Interagency Service Agreement with the Arizona Department of Administration, General
Accounting Office in the amount of $2,000 for the initial setup fee to host and publish Cochise County
data on their website to comply with the financial transparency requirement per A.R.S. 41-725 effective
from  January 7, 2014 to December 31, 2017.

Background:
Entering this interagency agreement for the purpose of financial transparency ensure that Cochise
County is complying with ARS 41-725. ADOA-GAO is Arizona's official financial transparency web site
called OpenBooks and will provide services to ensure we are in compliance. Annual operating costs will
be in the amount of $3,000 for operating services. 

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Finance will send signed agreements to ADOA-GAO for completion of agreement and request a fully
executed original be returned to the county for our records. 

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
We will not be in compliance with new state statutes.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Sign and return 3 original documents to Finance for forwarding onto State. Upon their signature one
original will be returned to BOS.

Attachments
Agreement

















   

    Consent      8.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Finance             
Meeting Date: 01/07/2014  

Demands
Submitted By: Arlethe Rios, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: 
Document Signatures: # of ORIGINALS

Submitted for Signature: 
NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a

Mandated Function?: Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve demands and budget amendments for operating transfers.

Background:
Auditor-General's requirement for Board of Supervisors to approve.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Return to Finance after BOS approval.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Board of Supervisors will not be in compliance with State law.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Return to Finance after BOS approval.



   

    Consent      9.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Health & Social Services             
Meeting Date: 01/07/2014  

AHDS IGA# 13-034429, Amendment 1, Teen Pregnancy Prevention Program
Submitted By: Jennifer Steiger, Health & Social

Services
Department: Health & Social Services

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature NOT Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a

Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

REMINDER: You will use this Agenda Item template if your item involves a Grant (whether a
new or renewal grant).  You also must attach the Grant Approval Form to the
item before Finance will approve it. Select the SPECIAL LINKS on your left-hand
menu and Click on "Grant Approval Form". Then complete the form, save it and
attach it to your item (on the Attachments tab). 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve Amendment 1 to Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) #ADHS13-034429, Teen Pregnancy
Prevention Program, between the Arizona Department of Health Services (ADHS) and Cochise Health &
Social Services, in the amount of $136,414 for the period of January 1, 2014 through December 31,
2014.

Background:
This amendment is the second year of a five-year contract cycle of ADHS funding for Teen Pregnancy
Prevention services in Cochise County for the period January 1, 2013 through December 31, 2017. As
per state guidelines, our staff has been trained in eight separate evidence-based curriculums in order to
provide a “menu of services” to school districts and other youth-serving organizations. We currently have
partnerships with Douglas, Benson and Willcox school districts to provide curriculum to their students and
are working on developing partnerships with Sierra Vista, Tombstone, Bowie and San Simon School
Districts. We also work with the Juvenile Probation System to deliver curriculum to youth probationer,
parents of probationers and teens in detention. We are continuing implementation of the Youth Health
Coalition, begun in 2011 in collaboration with the ADHS-funded Tobacco Prevention program. The Youth
Health Coalition assists with teen pregnancy prevention efforts by developing and providing “prevention
messaging” in schools and at other youth-centered events. We also offer parent education classes on
talking to youth about sensitive subjects.

This program is important as Arizona has the fourth highest rate of teen pregnancy in the country and the
border communities of Douglas and Bisbee/Naco are four times the national average. 

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Your approvals are respectfully requested.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:



Not approving this renewal will cause all activities falling under the Teen Pregnancy Prevention Program
grant to cease.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
A fully executed original will be sent to the Clerk of the Board for filing purposes. 

Fiscal Impact
Fiscal Year: 2014
One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$):
Ongoing Costs? ($$$):
County Match Required? ($$$):
A-87 Overhead Amt? (Co. Cost Allocation $$$): 35,262
Source of Funding?: ADHS

Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):
This is a grant-funded, cost-reimbursement program by the ADHS funded at $136,414. The net county
subsidy is calculated as follows:

Salaries/EREs: $89,180

A-87 OH at 39.54%: $35,262

Authorized OH at 20%: $17,836

Net County Subsidy: $17,426

Attachments
ADHS13-034429 Amend 1 12-13



COCHISE COUNTY GRANT APPROVAL FORM

Date Prepared:

Briefly describe purpose of grant:

10/2010

Form Initiator: Department/Division:

Telephone:

Grant Title:Grantor:

Fund No/Dept. No: Note: Fund No. will be assigned by the Finance Department if new.

NoYesNew Grant Amendment No. Increase $ Decrease $

If amendment, provide reason:

If this is a mandated service, cite source. If not mandated, cite indications of local customer support for this service:

If yes, dollar amount $NoYesIs County match required?

Identify Funding Source:NoYesHas this amount been budgeted?

Federal Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) No:

Method of collecting grant funds: Lump sum payment Quarterly payments Draw Reimbursement

Is revertment of unexpended funds required at end of grant period? Yes No

a) Total A-87 cost allocation

b) Amount of overhead allowed by grant County subsidy (a-b)

NoYesDoes Grantor accept indirect costs as an allowable expenditure?

If yes, dollar amount $ %OR percentage allowed

Number of new positions that will be funded from grant: Number of existing positions funded from grant:

To:From:Grant Term

Funding Sources Federal Funds 332.100 State Funds 336.100 County Funds 391.000 Other Total

Current Fiscal Year

Remaining Years

Total Revenue

12/18/13

Provides various Teen Pregnancy Prevention programs and activities in Cochise County for residents in the at risk group.

Jennifer Steiger Health/Prevention

520-432-9402

Teen Pregnancy PreventionADHS

This amendment is renewing the annual IGA funding. this is a price sheet amendment.

ADHS

$35,262

$ 17,836 $ 17,426

17,836 20

0 2

12/31/141/1/14

$ 136,414 $ 136,414

$ 136,414 $ 136,414



Executive Summary Form 

Agenda Number: HLT Teen Pregnancy Prevention Program 
 
Recommendation:   
 
Approve Amendment 1 to IGA# ADHS13-034429, Teen Pregnancy Prevention Program, 
between the Arizona Department of Health Services and Cochise Health & Social Services, in 
the amount of $136,414 for the period of January 1, 2014 through December 31, 2014.   
 
Background (Brief):   
 
This amendment is the second year of a five-year contract cycle of ADHS funding for Teen 
Pregnancy Prevention services in Cochise County for the period January 1, 2013 through 
December 31, 2017.  As per state guidelines, our staff has been trained in eight separate 
evidence-based curriculums in order to provide a “menu of services” to school districts and other 
youth-serving organizations. We currently have partnerships with Douglas, Benson and Willcox 
school districts to provide curriculum to their students and are working on developing 
partnerships with Sierra Vista, Tombstone, Bowie and San Simon School Districts. We also 
work with the Juvenile Probation System to deliver curriculum to youth probationer, parents of 
probationers and teens in detention.  We are continuing implementation of the Youth Health 
Coalition, begun in 2011 in collaboration with the ADHS-funded Tobacco Prevention program.  
The Youth Health Coalition assists with teen pregnancy prevention efforts by developing and 
providing “prevention messaging” in schools and at other youth-centered events. We also offer 
parent education classes on talking to youth about sensitive subjects. 
 
This program is important as Arizona has the fourth highest rate of teen pregnancy in the country 
and the border communities of Douglas and Bisbee/Naco are four times the national average.   
 
Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources:   
 
This is a grant-funded, cost-reimbursement program by the ADHS funded at $136,414.  The net 
county subsidy is calculated as follows: 
 
Salaries/EREs  89,180

   
A-87 OH at 39.54%  35,262

   
Authorized OH at 20% 17,836

   
Net County Subsidy  17,426
 
Next Steps/Action Items/Follow-up:   
 
Your approvals are respectfully requested.  
 
Impact of Not Approving:   
 
Not approving this renewal will cause all activities falling under the Teen Pregnancy Prevention 
Program grant to cease.   













   

    Consent      10.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Indigent Defense             
Meeting Date: 01/07/2014  

Award of Contract for Indigent Defense Contract Attorney Services
Submitted By: Dave Seward, Procurement
Department: Procurement

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

2

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

N/A TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

N/A

Mandated Function?: Federal or State Mandate  Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve an award of contract to Thomas C. Holz for Indigent Defense Contract Services pursuant to
Request for Qualifications (RFQ) No. 14-03-IDC-01 for the period of January 7, 2014 through June 30,
2014.

Background:
RFQ No. 14-03-IDC-01 was released on August 19, 2013 as an open ended solicitation to supplement
the current qualified list of attorneys utilized for felony, dependency, severance, delinquency and
misdemeanor cases. The intent of the RFQ is to evaluate submittals as they are received and make a
determination if the submittal meets the minimum qualifications and is determined to be successful by the
evaluation panel and approved to be added to the existing qualified list resulting from 
RFQ No. 13-06-IDC-01.

Thomas C. Holz has submitted his response to the RFQ on November 26, 2013. The evaluation panel
independently evaluated the submittal and unanimously agreed to award a contract to Thomas for the
following classes of cases:

• Class 1 (not death penalty) & 2 felony cases
• Class 6 through Class 2 felony cases
• Delinquency and incorrigibility cases
• Misdemeanor cases

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Execute contract. Assign work on a rotation basis. Monitor contract performance.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Thomas C. Holz will not be added to the qualified list of attorneys.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
The contract will be hand carried to the Clerk of the Board when received signed by the Thomas Holz.



Fiscal Impact
Fiscal Year:
One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$):
Ongoing Costs? ($$$):
County Match Required? ($$$):
A-87 Overhead Amt? (Co. Cost Allocation $$$):
Source of Funding?:
Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):
Indigent Defense sufficiently budgets for these expenditures.

Attachments
Contract
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INDIGENT DEFENSE CONTRACT COUNSEL AGREEMENT 
FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 

THIS AGREEMENT (the “Agreement”) is made this 7th day of January, 2014 between Thomas 
C. Thomas Holz, Deputy Legal Defender, Esq., 48 Main Street, Suite 13, P.O. Box BZ, Bisbee, 
AZ  85603, and Cochise County, a political subdivision of the State of Arizona, through the 
Indigent Defense Coordinator, 1415 Melody Lane, Bisbee, AZ 85603 (hereinafter the “County”).  

Recitals: 

A. The County provides counsel for indigent juveniles and adults in delinquency, 
incorrigibility, criminal, dependency and mental health commitment cases; 

B. The Cochise County Public and Legal Defender Offices sometimes have conflicts of 
interest or for other reasons are unable to represent indigent clients in these kinds of 
cases; 

C. The County desires to engage private counsel for indigent persons ("Clients") when the 
County Public and Legal Defender Offices have a conflict or for other reasons are unable 
to represent them; 

D. The County desires the services of the Attorney as counsel for Clients in the classes of 
cases specified in this Agreement; 

E. The County is authorized to procure the professional services of the Attorney as an 
independent contractor under A.R.S. §§ 11-201, 11-251 and 11-254.01 for these matters. 

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of their mutual promises set out herein, the Attorney and 
the County agree as follows: 

1.  Scope of Work and Compensation 

A. The Attorney shall provide legal services for Clients in the following classes of cases as 
assigned by the Indigent Defense Coordinator (hereinafter the “IDC”): 

Class 1 felony cases and Class 2 felony cases listed in A.R.S. § 13-706 as "serious 
offenses" or "violent or aggravated felonies" 

Class 6 through Class 2 felony cases (other than those listed in A.R.S. § 13-706 as 
"serious offenses" or "violent or aggravated felonies") 

Delinquency and Incorrigibility Cases 

Misdemeanor Cases 

B. The compensation for each class of cases, including the timing of payment, is set forth on 
Exhibit A hereto. Each felony, probation revocation and misdemeanor case assigned to 
the Attorney shall be compensated as a separate case.  This includes cases that are 
referred to and disposed of in Early Resolution Court.  A case that is resolved through a 
deferred prosecution agreement shall be deemed concluded for purposes of this 
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Agreement, so that if prosecution is resumed for failure to comply, the resumed 
prosecution shall be deemed a separate case.  For dependency cases, the date the original 
petition was filed will determine whether the case is a “1st Year” case or a “2+ Year” 
case.  Supplemental dependency petitions are not considered separate matters with 
respect to pre-existing parties and will not be paid as a new assignment.  If the Attorney 
is assigned a dependency case, which subsequently develops into a severance case, the 
severance case will be treated and compensated separately.  However, the following shall 
not count as cases: 

1. Felony cases dismissed due to no complaint being filed nor an indictment returned.  
Attorney shall be paid at the rate of $50 per hour, not to exceed $200, for such 
cases.  Attorney must submit an itemized billing statement to IDC for these cases 
within 60 days of the dismissal.  

2. Any case in which Attorney withdraws due to a conflict or other reason.  Attorney 
shall be paid at the rate of $50 per hour, not to exceed the base amount paid for 
that case type.  Attorney must submit an itemized billing statement to IDC within 
60 days of the withdrawal.  If an Attorney has been paid for a dependency case 
and, subsequently must withdraw prior to the end of the case, the Attorney will 
only be entitled to $50.00 per hour for work performed on that case and must 
reimburse the County for any amount over that.  The County may offset any 
amount needed to be reimbursed from any future payment owed to Attorney. 

3.  Juvenile delinquency cases in which the Attorney is assigned as Guardian Ad Litem 
or assigned to represent parents in Order to Show Cause proceedings.  Attorney 
shall be paid at the rate of $50 per hour for such cases.  In the event that a 
Guardian Ad Litem assigned in a delinquency matter determines that it is 
appropriate to file a petition to initiate dependency proceedings, Attorney will be 
paid according to the Dependency fee schedule for work performed after the 
dependency petition is filed. 

C. In the event that a client fails to appear for a court proceeding and the court issues a 
bench warrant for the arrest of the client, the Attorney shall move to withdraw from the 
case within 60 days of the issuance of the bench warrant.  Upon withdrawal, Attorney 
will be paid at the rate of $50 per hour, not to exceed the base amount paid for that case 
type. If the client is later arrested on a bench warrant, the case will not be counted as an 
additional case. If reappointed, the Attorney will receive the base amount for that case 
type minus any prior payment. Attorney must submit a final itemized billing statement to 
IDC within 30 days of the disposition of the case. 

D. Assignments of cases to the Attorney and other independent contract attorneys shall be 
made at the sole discretion of the IDC. 

E. Protracted and Complex Cases.  Attorney may apply to the IDC for additional fees if, 
in the judgment of the Attorney, an assigned case requires more than the base level of 
service anticipated by this Agreement because of the complex or protracted nature of the 
case.  Such additional fees may be a fixed amount or an hourly rate. 
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 For felony cases listed in A.R.S. § 13-706 as “serious offenses” or “violent or aggravated 
felonies”, Attorney may apply to the IDC for an hourly rate of no more than $75.00 per 
hour. 

 All requests for additional compensation shall be submitted to the IDC for approval.  If 
the IDC is unable to approve a request, the IDC will submit the request to the Superior 
Court Presiding Judge, the Presiding Judge’s designee or the appropriate court for 
approval.  The determination whether a case warrants additional fees and, if so, the 
amount or rate, shall be determined by the IDC, subject to review as set forth in 
Paragraph 22 of this Agreement.  All requests shall include the following: 

1. The total amount of additional fees and/or hourly rate requested. 
2. A specific explanation of the circumstances affecting the length and/or complexity 

of the case. 
3. An itemized listing of the services provided up to the date of the request showing 

the amount of time spent on each item. 

F. If approved for an hourly rate, Attorney must submit monthly itemized billing statements 
that contain the date of service, a brief description of the service and the actual time 
spent, billed in one-tenth (1/10) of an hour increments.  Monthly billing statements shall 
be submitted no later than the 15th day of the month following the provision of the 
service.   

G. In all cases, Attorney shall not be compensated for any work performed by attorney of a 
non-legal nature that would ordinarily be performed by support personnel, including 
secretarial and clerical support work involved in opening and closing files, administrative 
communications with IDC, preparing and transmitting documents, copying, organizing, 
filing or similar functions. 

H. The Attorney shall represent Clients from the date of assignment, through trial and 
sentencing, or other resolution of the case, including, but not limited to, a plea agreement 
and sentencing pursuant to such agreement, restitution hearing post-sentencing, dismissal, 
deferred prosecution or through fulfillment of terms of a cooperation/witness agreement 
with the State. If a criminal case proceeds to trial and results in a conviction, the Attorney 
is responsible for preparation of and filing a Notice of Appeal. If a case is resolved 
pursuant to a deferred prosecution agreement, the Attorney may withdraw from the case 
at that time. If a Client reaches an agreement with the State to resolve a matter and it 
requires the Client to testify against another party, work as an informant or otherwise 
cooperate with the State, the Attorney shall remain attorney of record until the Client 
fulfills these obligations. In appropriate circumstances, the Attorney may also file a 
Notice of Post-Conviction Relief or provide Clients with the forms to file it. In a mental 
health commitment case, the Attorney shall represent the Client from the date of 
assignment through time period covered by an order of treatment. In a delinquency case, 
the Attorney shall represent the Client from the date of assignment through disposition. In 
a dependency case, the Attorney shall represent the Client until a final order is entered. 
Generally, assignment of Justice Court and Superior Court cases does not include 
responsibility for post-trial appeals, post-adjudication appeals, or Rule 32 petitions, 
which will be assigned and compensated separately. 
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I. If the Attorney is a member of a law firm, the Attorney may assign a case to any attorney 
in the firm who has been approved by the County to handle such cases. 

J. Attorney shall provide competent, effective, and timely legal assistance and 
representation and shall perform the work in accordance with the terms of the Agreement 
to the best of Attorney's ability. The Attorney represents that he/she is qualified to act as 
counsel in the cases he/she has agreed to accept pursuant to this Agreement, and meets 
the minimum qualifications for such cases as set forth on Exhibit B. 

1. The Attorney shall maintain contact with Clients and keep them informed until the 
case is terminated. The Attorney shall also use reasonable diligence in notifying 
Clients of necessary court appearances, as well as court action resulting from their 
clients’ non-appearance. 

2. The Attorney shall comply with the Arizona Supreme Court Rules of Professional 
Conduct, the Arizona Supreme Court rulings on the standards for effective 
assistance of counsel as set forth in State v. Smith, 140 Ariz. 355 (1984) and 
Zarabia v. Bradshaw, 185 Ariz. 1 (1996), state and local court rules, all applicable 
local, state and federal laws, statutes, ordinances, rules and regulations and the 
written administrative policies and procedures established by the Court or the IDC. 

3. If the Attorney uses any employees to perform these services, said employees shall 
be suitably trained and skilled and the Attorneys shall supervise their work in 
accordance with the standards of the profession and the Rules of the Court. 

K. The Attorney shall not accept a fee or other compensation for services rendered other 
than as stated in this Agreement. However, the County understands and agrees that the 
Attorney may represent private clients not covered by this Agreement. 

L. The Attorney should be mindful of Rule 6.4 of the Arizona Rules of Criminal Procedure 
regarding indigency and make appropriate requests to the Court for re-determination of 
indigence for Clients.  

M. Once Attorney is assigned a case, the Attorney's duty to represent Clients shall survive 
expiration of this Agreement. Should the Attorney be unable or unwilling to continue 
representation due to a conflict or otherwise, the Attorney shall file a motion to withdraw 
with an order referring the case back to the IDC for reassignment of counsel. 

N. The Attorney, on occasion, may have another attorney appear as substitute counsel due to 
being reasonably unavailable. 

O. The Attorney is not entitled to reimbursement for work performed after completion of 
representation, as set forth in the Agreement, unless the IDC expressly authorizes it in 
writing. 

P. Attorney acknowledges and agrees that pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-622(C) the County shall 
not pay any claim unless a demand is made within six months after the last item of 
account accrues. This applies to claims for compensation and extraordinary expense (see 
below) pursuant to this Agreement. 

Q. Attorney acknowledges that Cochise County operates on a fiscal year that begins each 
July 1st and ends each June 30th of the following year.  All claims for work performed 
through June 30th of each fiscal year must be submitted to IDC no later than August 15 
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following the end of the fiscal year on June 30th. Claims submitted after this date shall 
not be paid.    

2.  Expenses 

A. Routine Expenses.  The Attorney agrees that routine or ordinary expenses involved in 
the representation of Clients are not reimbursable, but instead are included in the 
compensation pursuant to this Agreement. These expenses include, but are not limited to 
in-office copying, postage, telephone, facsimiles, computer, computerized legal research 
(i.e. Westlaw, Lexis and Loislaw), office supplies, secretarial and paralegal services, and 
travel within the County. 

B. Extraordinary Expenses. The County shall pay the Attorney, in addition to the fees 
provided in this Agreement, Extraordinary Expenses. These include, but are not limited 
to, the costs of expert witnesses, investigators, extraordinary travel, transcripts for trial 
court purposes, including interview and deposition transcripts, clothing for defendant at 
trial, subpoena fees (if a Civil Division of a Sheriff’s Department or Constable is 
unavailable to serve the subpoenas) and any other costs associated with representation in 
cases that are the subject of this Agreement pursuant to A.R.S. § 13-4013 and within 
County guidelines and rates. The Attorney shall obtain prior written approval of the IDC 
before incurring any such Extraordinary Expenses, subject to review as set forth in 
Paragraph 22 of this Agreement. All subcontractors for these expenses shall submit their 
bills to the Attorney, who shall review the bills, certify that they are reasonable and were 
incurred in the course of representation for an assigned case, then forward them to the 
IDC for payment.  Subcontractor bills shall be reimbursed “at cost”.  Jury lists and 
transcripts for appeals and Rule 32 cases shall be obtained in the manner prescribed by 
the Arizona Rules of Criminal Procedure.  Payments for authorized expenses incurred by 
a subcontractor will be made directly to the subcontractor, with notice to the Attorney 
that the expenses have been paid.  

C. Travel Expenses.  The County shall pay Attorney for mileage at the then current IRS 
rate only for out-of-County travel reasonably necessary in order to provide representation 
in an assigned case. The Attorney must obtain prior approval from IDC before incurring 
out-of-County travel expenses, subject to review as set forth in Paragraph 22 of this 
Agreement.  Out-of-County travel does not include travel to Cochise County by an 
Attorney who resides in another county.   

      The County shall pay Attorney for mileage at the then current IRS rate for in-County 
travel reasonably necessary to provide representation in assigned felony cases only.  

D. Interpretation.  The Court Administrator is responsible for providing qualified 
interpreters for non-English speaking clients. The Attorney shall request their services for 
all in court proceedings, out-of-court interviews and transcriptions. In extraordinary 
circumstances, the County may pay for outside interpreters, contingent upon approval 
from the IDC prior to contracting for them. 

3.  Term of Agreement  

The initial term of this Agreement shall be from the date of execution through June 30, 2014 
with the option to extend on a year to year basis at the County's discretion for a maximum of 
four (4) additional one (1) year periods.  The County shall mail out its proposal to extend the 
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contract for an additional year to Attorney no later than March 30.  County must receive 
Attorney’s acceptance to extend the contract no later than April 30. 
 

4.  Termination 

Either party may terminate this Agreement at any time with or without cause; provided, 
however, that if the Attorney terminates the Agreement the Attorney will be responsible for 
the cost of reassigning the cases previously assigned to the Attorney, but if the County 
terminates the Agreement without cause the County will be responsible for such costs and 
must compensate the Attorney for time reasonably spent on assigned cases. 

5.  Attorney's Status 

A. The Attorney is an independent contractor. The Attorney is not an officer, agent, servant, 
or employee of the County. The Attorney shall be solely responsible for the acts and 
omissions of his/her officers, agents, servants, and employees. The Attorney is 
responsible for providing all workers’ compensation insurance required by law. 

B. The professional duty of the Attorney is the representation of Clients assigned under this 
Agreement. Neither the County nor the IDC may exercise any control over the 
professional judgment of the Attorney with regard to assigned cases. 

6.  Amendment and Entirety of Contract 

This document constitutes the entire Agreement between the parties with respect to the 
subject matter hereto and shall supersede all previous proposals, both oral and written, 
negotiations, representations, commitments, writings, agreements and other communications 
between the parties. It may not be changed or modified except by an instrument in writing 
signed by a duly authorized representative of each party. 

7.  Records 

A. The Attorney shall submit all reports and invoices specified in this Agreement. 

B. The Attorney shall preserve and make available all records for a period of five (5) years 
from the date of final payment under this Agreement and for such period as is required by 
any other paragraph of this Agreement including the following: 

1. If this Agreement is completely or partially terminated, the records relating to the 
work terminated shall be preserved and made available for such a period of five (5) 
years from the date of any such termination; 

2. Records which relate to disputes, litigations or the settlement of claims arising out 
of the performance of this Agreement or to costs and expenses of this Agreement 
to which exception has been taken by the County shall be retained by the Attorney 
until such appeals, litigations, claims or exceptions have been fully resolved. 

3. If any litigation, claim or audit is started before the expiration of the five-year 
period, the records shall be retained until all litigation, claims or audit findings 
involving the records have been resolved. 

4. Records shall also be kept and made available in accordance with the Arizona 
Supreme Court Rules of Professional Conduct. 
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8.  Approval by the County 

Before this Agreement shall become effective and binding upon the County, it must be 
approved by the County Board of Supervisors. In the event that the Board of Supervisors 
does not approve this Agreement it shall be null and void and of no effect whatsoever. 

9.  Waiver 

The failure of either party at any time to require performance by the other party of any 
provisions hereof shall in no way affect the party’s subsequent rights and obligations under 
that provision. Waiver by either party of the breach of any provision hereof shall not be taken 
or held to be a waiver of any succeeding breach of such provision or as waiver of such 
provision itself. 

10.  No Assignment or Sub-Contracting 

This Agreement is non-assignable and the contract services with the Attorney cannot be sub-
contracted to a third party. Any attempt to assign or subcontract any of the rights, duties or 
obligations of this Agreement shall be void. 

11.  Cancellation of Agreement 

Pursuant to A.R.S. §38-511, the provisions of which are incorporated herein by reference, all 
parties are hereby put on notice that this Agreement is subject to cancellation by the County 
or its departments or agencies if any person significantly involved in initiating, negotiating, 
securing, drafting or creating the Agreement on behalf of the County or its departments or 
agencies is, at any time while the Agreement or any extension of the Agreement is in effect, 
an employee or agent of any other party to the Agreement in any capacity or a consultant to 
any other party of the Agreement with respect to the subject matter of the Agreement. 

12.  Non-discrimination 

The Attorney shall comply with Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, the 
Age Discrimination in Employment Act of 1975 and Federal Executive Order No. 11246, 
State Executive Order No. 75-5 and A.R.S. §41-1461 et. seq., which mandates that all 
persons, regardless of race, color, religion, sex, age, national origin or political affiliation, 
shall have access to employment opportunities. The Attorney shall comply with Section 503 
of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended, which prohibits discrimination in the 
employment or advancement in employment of qualified persons because of physical or 
mental handicap. The Attorney shall comply with Title 6 of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as 
amended, which prohibits the denial of benefits or participation in contract services on the 
basis of race, color, or national origin. The Attorney shall comply with the requirements of 
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended, which prohibits discrimination on 
the basis of handicap in delivering contract services. 

13.  Indemnification 

The Attorney shall at all times indemnify, defend and hold harmless the County and/or any of 
its agents, officials and employees from any and all claims, demands, suits, actions, 
proceedings, laws, costs and/or damages of every kind and description including any 
attorney’s fees and/or litigation expenses which may be brought or made against or incurred 
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by the County on account of loss of or damage to any property or for injuries to or death of 
any person, caused by, arising out of, or contributed to, in whole or in part, by reason of any 
alleged act, omission, professional error, fault, mistake, or negligence of the Attorney, its 
employees, agents, representatives, or subcontractors, their employees, agents, or 
representatives in connection with or incidental to the performance of this Agreement or 
arising out of Workers’ Compensation claims, Unemployment Compensation claims, or 
Unemployment Disability Compensation claims of employees of the Attorney and/or its 
subcontractors or claims under similar such laws or obligations. The Attorney's obligations 
under this paragraph shall not extend to any liability caused by the sole negligence of the 
County or its employees. 

 
14.  Notice to Attorney Regarding Tax Duties and Liabilities 

The Attorney is responsible for paying, according to law, Attorney's income and self-
employment taxes. The County will not withhold any such taxes. 

15.  No Authority to Bind County 

The Attorney has no authority to enter into contracts or agreements on behalf of the County. 
This Agreement does not create a partnership between the parties. 

 
16.  Declaration by Attorney 

The Attorney declares that he/she has complied with all federal, state and local laws 
regarding business permits, certificates and licenses that may be required to carry out the 
work to be performed under this Agreement. 

 
17.  Notice 

Any notice given in connection with this Agreement shall be given in writing and shall be 
delivered either by hand to the party or by certified mail-return receipt requested to the 
party’s place of business. 

 
18.  Choice of Law 

Any dispute under this Agreement or related to this Agreement shall be decided in 
accordance with the laws of the State of Arizona. 

 
19.  Severability 

If any part of this Agreement shall be held unenforceable, the rest of the Agreement will 
nevertheless remain in full force and effect. 

 
20.  Insurance 

A. Attorney agrees as a material condition of this Agreement that each shall provide and 
maintain professional liability insurance in the minimum amount of $100,000.00 per 
claim, $300,000.00 in the aggregate. 

B. The Attorney shall provide the IDC with a copy of current certificates of insurance. 
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C. Failure on the part of the Attorney to procure and maintain current liability insurance and 
provide proof thereof to the County shall constitute a material breach of the Agreement 
upon which the County may immediately terminate the Agreement. 

21.  Licensing and Education 

A. The Attorneys, and each of them, warrants that each is licensed to practice law in the 
State of Arizona, in good standing with the Arizona State Bar and is competent to handle 
all matters contemplated by this Agreement in a prompt and professional manner on 
behalf of their clients. 

B. Suspension or disbarment of Attorneys from the practice of law during the term of this 
Agreement shall constitute a material breach of contract, entitling County to terminate 
this Agreement immediately with or without notice.  

22.  Review of Determinations by IDC 

Any determination made by IDC pursuant to this Agreement, if disputed by Attorney, will be 
subject to review by the Presiding Judge of Superior Court or a person designated by the 
Presiding Judge.  The IDC, with approval by the Presiding Judge, will establish the 
procedure for review, including any forms for requesting review. 

 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties hereto have executed this Agreement on the dates 
indicated. 
 
ATTORNEY       COCHISE COUNTY 
 
 
_______________________________  By: __________________________ 
Thomas C. Holz                       Ann English, Chairman 
              Cochise County Board of Supervisors 
     
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
   
_____________________________    _____________________________ 
Clerk of the Board     David Seward, Director  
       Cochise County Procurement Department 
 
 
Date: ________________________  



 

EXHIBIT A 
COMPENSATION SCHEDULE* 

 
FELONY   
   Felony (Death Penalty)    $125/hour (lead counsel) 
       $90/hour (co-counsel) 

   Felony (Class 1)     $75/hour 

   Felony (Class 2 - 6)     $900/case for up to 25 hours of work;  
       $60/hour for over 25 hours of work 

   ERC Felony (Class 2 – 6)    $200/case for up to 3 hours of work 
       With prior IDC approval, $60/hour for  
                                                                                    over 3 hours' work, not to exceed $900 

PROBATION VIOLATION   $400 per case    
 
MISDEMEANOR      $200 per case 
 
APPEAL      $50/hour 
 
RULE 32 POST CONVICTION RELIEF  $50/hour 
 
MENTAL HEALTH     $300 per case 
 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY    $350 per case 
 
JUVENILE DEPENDENCY    1st year: $1200/case 
       2+ years: $500/year 
       Severance: $500/case 
 
PSYCHIATRIC REVIEW BOARD  $50 per hour 
 
*Unless pursuant to Paragraph 1.E of the Agreement attorney applies to IDC and IDC approves 
additional fees  

Payment for cases approved for an hourly rate will be made monthly.  Attorney shall submit 
monthly itemized billing in the manner prescribed by IDC no later than the 15th day of each 
following month.   

Payment for felony, probation violation, misdemeanor, mental health and juvenile delinquency 
cases will be made upon completion of the case.  Attorney shall submit a payment request to IDC 
no later than sixty (60) days after the case is completed.   

Payment for juvenile dependency cases will be made at the time of assignment for the first year 
of the case.  Payment for subsequent years of representation will be made on the anniversary of 
the initial assignment.  Attorney shall submit a payment request to IDC no later than sixty (60) 
days from the date of assignment or anniversary date. 

All payment requests shall be submitted in accordance with IDC procedures. 



 

EXHIBIT B 
MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS 

 
Attorney shall be an active member in good standing of the State Bar Association of Arizona.  
Attorney shall meet the following qualifications for each case type assigned: 
 
Death Penalty Cases – lead counsel and co-counsel must meet the requirements of Rule 6.8, 
Arizona Rules of Criminal Procedure   
 
Serious Offenses or Violent or Aggravated Felonies as Listed in A.R.S. § 13-706 – experienced 
and active in criminal law with not less than five years criminal litigation experience; at least 5 
jury trials of serious complex cases tried to completion 
 
Felony Cases – experienced and active in criminal law with not less than 3 years criminal 
litigation experience; and lead or co-counsel in at least 3 jury trials to verdict of any class of 
felony 
 
Appeals and Rule 32 Cases – experienced in criminal law with not less than 3 years criminal 
litigation or criminal appellate/post-conviction experience 
 
Misdemeanor Cases – experienced and active in criminal law with not less than 1 year criminal 
experience 
 
Title 36 Mental Health Cases – at least 3 years courtroom experience, to include a combination 
of some experience with guardianships and conservatorships, and ability to identify programs 
and resources to meet client's needs, or general civil litigation 
 
Delinquency Cases – not less than 3 years experience in criminal law and/or juvenile law, 
familiar with dispositional alternatives, services available through the Court, CPS and 
community agencies 
 
Dependency and Severance Cases – some experience with child welfare system, family law, 
mental health and/or guardianships, familiar with services available in the areas of mental health, 
substance abuse, domestic violence, education, job/vocation training; attorneys representing 
children must meet the requirements set out in Rule 40.1, Juvenile Court Rules of Procedure 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



   

    Public Hearings      11.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Board of Supervisors             
Meeting Date: 01/07/2014  

Acquisition of Control Liquor License Dillon's 
Submitted By: Arlethe Rios, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature NOT Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Arlethe Rios TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Clerk of
the
Board

Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve an Acquisition of Control liquor license application for a series #6 (bar) liquor license submitted
by Mr. Gary J. Cowell for Dillon's located at 6415 E. Hwy 90, Sierra Vista, 85635.

Background:
Mr. Gary J. Cowell has applied for a series #6 (bar) for Dillon's located at 6415 E. Hwy 90, Sierra Vista,
85635. Planning and Zoning Department has recommended approval of the application and the Sheriff's
Office responded with a "no recommendation". There have been no formal protests to this liquor license. 

The Environmental Health Division said that they have no objections to issuing a liquor license. The
Treasurer's Office noted that all property taxes for the location are current. 

Mr. Cowell has paid the $100.00 processing fee. Supporting documentation regarding this liquor license
is attached. 

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Board staff will forward the Board’s decision to the Arizona Department of Liquor License and Control.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
A hearing on this application will be scheduled with the State Liquor Board.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Send packet to ADLLC and copy of letter w/out attachments to applicant.

Attachments
Application
Completed Review Forms
Notice of Posting
Affidavit of Posting





























































































   

    Public Hearings      12.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Community Development             
Meeting Date: 01/07/2014  

R-14-01 Proposed Change to Zoning Regulations for Onsite Ag Processing
Submitted By: Rick Corley, Community

Development
Department: Community Development Division: Planning & Zoning

Presentation: PowerPoint Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

1

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Rick Corley TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Zoning
Administrator

Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Adopt Zoning Ordinance 14-01 to approve the proposed amendments to the Cochise County Zoning
Regulations pertaining to On-Site Agricultural Processing to simplify and clarify the requirements while
not altering the intent.

Background:
SUBJECT: Docket R-14-01 -- Amendments to the Zoning Regulations (Ag Processing)
DATE: December 2, 2013 for the January 7, 2014 Meeting
I.  Executive Summary
The existing Regulations pertaining to Agricultural Processing Services and On-site Agricultural
Processing Services are difficult to understand and seemingly contradictory.  The changes proposed
below will simplify the regulations, making them easier for staff and the public to understand, while not
altering their intent.
II. Background
Under the current Regulations, Agricultural Processing Services are defined as “Those services which
alter the condition of and add value to a marketable, agricultural commodity through a processing
activity.  Agricultural processing services do not include slaughterhouses/meat packing plants,
commercial feedlots, bone yards, or facilities for the reduction of animal matter.”
On-site Agricultural Processing Services are defined as “An agricultural processing service located in
Growth Category D where at least 70% or more of the crop input for the facility is grown on site.”
In Article 6 Rural Zoning District, 603.17 On-site Agricultural Processing is listed as a principal permitted
use with a 200-foot minimum setback, and as 607.55, a Special Use Authorization with less than a
200-foot minimum.  In the Light Industrial District, 1302.41 and Heavy Industrial District, 1402.29, On-site
Agricultural Processing is a Principal Permitted Use.
However, Section 1704.01.a states “Exception.  Notwithstanding anything else in these Zoning
Regulations to the contrary, no use or building permit shall be required for any use that meets the
definition of On-site Agricultural Processing Service.”  This exception renders moot any reference to
On-Site in Articles 6, 13, and 14.  However, as the references to the use as a Permitted or Special Use
remain, it can be difficult for both the public and staff to understand the intent of the regulations.  The flow
chart below illustrates the potential scenarios regarding Agricultural Processing.



III. Proposed Amendments
Staff recommends removing any reference to On-Site Agricultural Processing from Articles 6, 13, and
14.  Staff also recommends removing the standalone exemption in Article 17, and incorporating the
exemption into the definition of On-Site Agricultural Processing Services in Article 2 as shown below. 
This will eliminate the need to reference three separate Articles to verify permitting requirements, thus
simplifying the regulations, without altering the result.
Agricultural Processing Services, On-site – An agricultural processing service located in Growth
Category D where at least 70% of the crop input for the facility is grown on site.  No use or building
permit is required. 

IV. RECOMMENDATION
The Cochise County Zoning Regulations were last revised and adopted on October 22, 2013.  The
Cochise County Comprehensive Plan requires periodic review and updates to the Zoning Regulations to
“reduce complexity, contradictions, and unnecessary regulations.”  Staff is requesting that the Board
consider approving the changes as presented.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
If the Board of Supervisors adopts Zoning Ordinance 14- Staff will update the Regulations.
 

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
The Cochise County Zoning Regulations would not be updated.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Please send one signed and recorded copy of the Zoning Ordinance to the Planning Department. 

Attachments
Power Point
staff memo
Proposed language for Regulations



Amendments to the Zoning 
Regulations for On-site Ag Processing

Docket R-14-01
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Current Regulations
 The existing Regulations pertaining to Agricultural 

Processing are difficult to understand and seemingly 
contradictory.

 The changes proposed will simplify the regulations,  The changes proposed will simplify the regulations, 
making them easier for staff and the public to 
understand, while not altering their intent.



Current Regulations

Subject

 Current Definition for On-Site Agricultural Processing 
Services:  “An agricultural processing service located in 
Growth Category D where at least 70% or more of the 
crop input for the facility is grown on site.”

 In Article 6, Article 13 and 14, On-site Ag Processing is a Subject
Parcel

 In Article 6, Article 13 and 14, On-site Ag Processing is a 
permitted use and a special use, however, in Article 17 
an exception was added to relieve permitting 
requirements completely.



Flow Chart
On-Site Agricultural Processing in Rural, Light Industrial, and Heavy Industrial only
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Proposed Amendments

 Remove reference to On-Site Agricultural Processing 
from Articles 6, 13, and 14.  

 Remove exemption in Article 17
 Add exemption language to definition of On-Site 

Agricultural Processing Services. in Article 2 as shown Agricultural Processing Services. in Article 2 as shown 
below.  

5



Proposed Definition

 Agricultural Processing Services, On-site – An 
agricultural processing service located in Growth 
Category D where at least 70% of the crop input for 
the facility is grown on site.  No use or building 
permit is required. permit is required. 

12/24/2013 6



Staff Recommendation

Staff recommends approval of these changes 
to amend the Cochise County Zoning to amend the Cochise County Zoning 

Regulations.



COCHISE COUNTY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
“Public Programs…Personal Service”

MEMORANDUM

TO: Board of Supervisors
THROUGH: Michael Ortega, County Administrator
FROM: Rick Corley, Zoning Administrator
FOR: Beverly J. Wilson, Planning Director
SUBJECT: Docket R-14-01― Amendments to the Zoning Regulations (Ag Processing)
DATE: December 24, 2013 for the January 7, 2014 Meeting

I. Executive Summary

The existing Regulations pertaining to Agricultural Processing Services and On-site Agricultural 
Processing Services are difficult to understand and seemingly contradictory.  The changes 
proposed below will simplify the regulations, making them easier for staff and the public to 
understand, while not altering their intent.

II. Background

Under the current Regulations, Agricultural Processing Services are defined as “Those services 
which alter the condition of and add value to a marketable, agricultural commodity through a 
processing activity.  Agricultural processing services do not include slaughterhouses/meat 
packing plants, commercial feedlots, bone yards, or facilities for the reduction of animal matter.”

On-site Agricultural Processing Services are defined as “An agricultural processing service 
located in Growth Category D where at least 70% or more of the crop input for the facility is 
grown on site.”

In Article 6 Rural Zoning District, 603.17 On-site Agricultural Processing is listed as a principal 
permitted use with a 200-foot minimum setback, and as 607.55, a Special Use Authorization 
with less than a 200-foot minimum.  In the Light Industrial District, 1302.41 and Heavy 
Industrial District, 1402.29, On-site Agricultural Processing is a Principal Permitted Use.

However, Section 1704.01.a states “Exception.  Notwithstanding anything else in these Zoning 
Regulations to the contrary, no use or building permit shall be required for any use that meets the 
definition of On-site Agricultural Processing Service.”  This exception renders moot any 
reference to On-Site in Articles 6, 13, and 14.  However, as the references to the use as a 
Permitted or Special Use remain, it can be difficult for both the public and staff to understand the 
intent of the regulations.  The flow chart below illustrates the potential scenarios regarding 
Agricultural Processing.
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III. Proposed Amendments

Staff recommends removing any reference to On-Site Agricultural Processing from Articles 6, 
13, and 14.  Staff also recommends removing the standalone exemption in Article 17, and 
incorporating the exemption into the definition of On-Site Agricultural Processing Services in 
Article 2 as shown below. This will eliminate the need to reference three separate Articles to 
verify permitting requirements, thus simplifying the regulations, without altering the result.

Agricultural Processing Services, On-site – An agricultural processing service located in 
Growth Category D where at least 70% of the crop input for the facility is grown on site.  No use 
or building permit is required. 

IV. RECOMMENDATION

The Cochise County Zoning Regulations were last revised and adopted on October 22, 2013.  
The Cochise County Comprehensive Plan requires periodic review and updates to the Zoning 
Regulations to “reduce complexity, contradictions, and unnecessary regulations.”  Staff is 
requesting that the Board consider approving the changes as presented.



Proposed Updates to the Cochise County Zoning Regulations
(Proposed additional language underlined)

Article 2 (Definitions):

Agricultural Processing Services, On-Site – An agricultural processing service located in Growth 
Category D where at least 70% of the crop input for facility is grown on site.  ADD:  No use or 
building permit is required.

Article 6 (RU, Rural Zoning District):  

Delete from Permitted Principal Uses
603.17 On-site agricultural processing with 200-foot minimum setback exempted per Article 17.

Delete from Special Use Authorization
607.55 On-Site agricultural processing with less than a 200-foot minimum setback exempted per 
Article 17. 

Article 13 (LI, Light Industry Zoning District):
Delete from Permitted Principal Uses
1302.41 On-site Agricultural processing exempted per Article 17.

Article 14 (HI, Heavy Industry Zoning District):
Delete from Permitted Principal Uses
1402.29 On-site agricultural processing exempted per Article 17.

Article 17 (Administration)
Delete from Building/Use Permit Required
1704.01.A Exception. Notwithstanding anything else in these Zoning Regulations to the 
contrary, no use or building permit shall be required for any use that meets the definition of On-
site Agricultural Processing Service. 
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Amend the Cochise County Building Safety Code
Submitted By: Beverly Wilson, Community

Development
Department: Community Development Division: Planning & Zoning

Presentation: PowerPoint Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

1

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Beverly Wilson TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Planning
Director

Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Adopt Resolution 14-01 to approve Docket R-14-03, amending the Cochise County Building Safety Code
for calculation requirements for Residential Fire Sprinklers and to amend the size of One-story detached
accessory structures with no utilities (sheds).

Background:
FROM: Beverly Wilson, Planning Director
SUBJECT: Docket R-14-03 (Amendments to Currently Adopted Building Code)
DATE: December 20, 2013, for the January 7, 2014, Board of Supervisors Meeting
I. NATURE OF REQUEST
At their initial meeting, held September 25, 2013, the Cochise County Building Code Advisory and
Appeals Board voted to send forward their recommendations for approval of two amendments to the
currently adopted Cochise County Building Code. The first recommendation for consideration is to
specifically amend the adopted 2003 International Fire Code by changing the calculations of total square
footage of a single family home by exempting garages and other non-living areas prior to requiring the
installation of fire sprinkler systems. The second recommendation specifically will amend both the
International Residential Code (IRC) and the International Building Code (IBC) to increase the size of a
storage shed requiring a building and/or zoning permit from 120-square feet to 200-square feet.

II: BACKGROUND

Fire Sprinklers
While the obvious intent of requiring fire sprinklers in single family dwellings is to protect the inhabitants,
they are not intended to produce a volume of water to extinguish the fire; however, sprinklers give
residents the time needed to escape a home fire. The National Fire Protection Agency (NFPA) estimates
that “US fire departments responded to an average of 366,600 home structure fires per year during the
five-year period of 2007 – 2011. These fires caused an estimated average of 2,570 civilian deaths,
13,210 civilian injuries, and $7.2 billion in direct property damage per year. Almost three quarters (71%)
of the reported home structure fires and 84% of the home fire deaths occurred in one- or two-family
homes, including manufactured homes.” (http://www.firesprinklerinitiative.org). These statistics certainly
indicate the need for some type of fire protection and the safety concerns involved. 
The 2009 International Residential Code Commentary states the following: “Ongoing studies have shown



that most fires in residential buildings have a high probability of occurring in the living areas and at
locations of fuel-fired equipment. The installation of sprinklers beyond those rooms and locations offers
only a minimal increase in safety since fires rarely begin in those areas. Note that garages and carports
are not required to have sprinklers even though, statistically, there is a moderate probability of fire
occurrence in those areas. There are several reasons for this exception: (1) dwelling units are required to
be fire protected from attached garages by the application of gypsum board to the garage wall (and
ceiling, in most cases), and (2) unheated garages are difficult to protect with a sprinkler system that does
not allow the use of antifreeze or preaction-type sprinklers.”
Staff realizes that increased square-foot cost to the construction of a residential dwelling unit is the result
of meeting this code. Because many of the larger custom homes in Cochise County rely on wells for their
water supply, they lack the required water pressure needed to properly operate fire sprinkler systems. To
mitigate the lack of adequate water pressure when supplied by a water company, these rural homes
must install costly water tanks with sufficient flow and pressure to meet the fire code. The issue of a lack
of water flow and pressure to supply these sprinkler systems, as well as the increase in square-foot cost,
was the basis of the recommendations from the Construction community for staff to address the need for
all areas of a single family dwelling to be protected from a fire sprinkler system.
In a recent survey, it was found that both Sierra Vista and Benson have addressed this issue in different
ways. Sierra Vista has adopted the 2012 codes with amendments (Attachment A) which excluded
garages and porches in the calculation of the living space for sprinkler requirements, but still use the
3,600-square foot size limit. 
Benson amended their Fire Code to exclude a single family residence (Attachment B). 
Cochise County, in December of 2004, adopted the 2003 IFC, Section B105 of Appendix B, in which
those dwelling units greater 3,600-square foot are required to have residential fire sprinkler systems
installed. This requires garages, outside patios, and storage spaces to be sprinkled with a system. Staff
has looked at the language in the 2009 IFC, which was amended to read as follows:
1. Attics, crawl spaces and normally unoccupied concealed spaces that do not contain fuel-fired
appliances do not require sprinklers. In attics, crawl spaces, and normally unoccupied concealed spaces
that contain fuel-fired equipment, a sprinkler shall be installed above the equipment; however, sprinklers
shall not be required in the remainder of the space.
2. Clothes closets, linen closets, and pantries not exceeding 24-square feet (with the smallest dimension
not greater than 3-feet and having wall and ceiling surfaces of gypsum board.
3. Bathrooms not more than 55-square feet in area.
4. Garages; carports; exterior porches; unheated entry areas, such as mud rooms, that are adjacent to
an exterior door; and similar areas.
It is the recommendation of staff, that a simple statement such as: “Fire flow calculation area for R-3
Residential uses shall include only the living area of the structure and shall exclude garages, storage
uses other than closets, and exterior porches” be considered to meet minimum safety standards for
single family homes. As stated above, the Building Code Advisory and Appeals Board agreed with Staff’s
recommendation and voted to send this forward to the Board of Supervisors with a recommendation for
approval.
Storage Sheds
This is a request to amend the IRC and the IBC, Sections 105.2.1, to increase the current maximum
square-footage of sheds (defined as one-story detached accessory structures with no utilities) from
120-square feet to 200-square feet before requiring a building and/or zoning permit. Staff has received
many applicant generated complaints from the public regarding various permit requirements for small
storage sheds. These types of structures are sold by Home Depot, Lowes, and Sutherlands in Sierra
Vista, and available from many similar retail outlets in Tucson. Many times, these smaller sheds are
constructed off-site, and delivered to residential sites throughout the county. After discussion, the
Building Code Advisory and Appeals Board agreed to forward a recommendation for approval to
amending both sections of the adopted Cochise County Building Code to relieve the permitting
requirements for the public. While a building permit and/or a zoning permit may not be required for these
structures, it should be noted that the Floodplain Regulations recently adopted by Cochise County do
require a permit for accessory structures found in a regulated flood plain (Attachment 1).
III: RECOMMENDATIONS
Fire Sprinklers: The Building Code Advisory and Appeals Board is sending a recommendation of



approval to the Board of Supervisors for amending the language of the 2003 IFC, Section B104.1
General, by adding: “Fire flow calculation area for R-3 Residential uses shall include only the living area
of the structure and shall exclude garages, storage uses other than closets, and exterior porches.” 
The Building Code Advisory and Appeals Board is also forwarding a recommendation for approval to the
Board of Supervisors to amend the language of the 2003 IRC and the 2003 IBC, Sections 105.2.1 (which
defines those structures exempt from the code) to read: “One-story detached accessory structures with
no utilities provided the floor area does not exceed 200-Square-Feet”. 

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Amend the language of the Cochise County Building Safety Code as shown.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Calculations of Fire Sprinkler requirements will remain the same for residential dwellings, and permits will
be required for any shed over 120 square-feet.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
When Resolution 14-  is recorded, please send copy to Beverly Wilson.

Attachments
Staff Memo
Presentation



COCHISE COUNTY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
“Public Programs…Personal Service”

MEMORANDUM
TO: Board of Supervisors

THROUGH: Michael Ortega, County Administrator

FROM: Beverly Wilson, Planning Director

SUBJECT: Docket R-14-03 (Amendments to Currently Adopted Building Code)

DATE: December 20, 2013, for the January 7, 2014, Board of Supervisors Meeting

I. NATURE OF REQUEST

At their initial meeting, held September 25, 2013, the Cochise County Building Code Advisory and 
Appeals Board voted to send forward their recommendations for approval of two amendments to 
the currently adopted Cochise County Building Code.  The first recommendation for consideration 
is to specifically amend the adopted 2003 International Fire Code by changing the calculations of 
total square footage of a single family home by exempting garages and other non-living areas 
prior to requiring the installation of fire sprinkler systems. The second recommendation 
specifically will amend both the International Residential Code (IRC) and the International 
Building Code (IBC) to increase the size of a storage shed requiring a building and/or zoning 
permit from 120-square feet to 200-square feet.

II:  BACKGROUND

Fire Sprinklers

While the obvious intent of requiring fire sprinklers in single family dwellings is to protect the 
inhabitants, they are not intended to produce a volume of water to extinguish the fire; however, 
sprinklers give residents the time needed to escape a home fire.  The National Fire Protection 
Agency (NFPA) estimates that “US fire departments responded to an average of 366,600 home 
structure fires per year during the five-year period of 2007 – 2011.  These fires caused an 
estimated average of 2,570 civilian deaths, 13,210 civilian injuries, and $7.2 billion in direct 
property damage per year.  Almost three quarters (71%) of the reported home structure fires and 
84% of the home fire deaths occurred in one- or two-family homes, including manufactured 
homes.”  (http://www.firesprinklerinitiative.org).  These statistics certainly indicate the need for 
some type of fire protection and the safety concerns involved.  

The 2009 International Residential Code Commentary states the following: “Ongoing studies 
have shown that most fires in residential buildings have a high probability of occurring in the 
living areas and at locations of fuel-fired equipment.  The installation of sprinklers beyond those 



rooms and locations offers only a minimal increase in safety since fires rarely begin in those 
areas.  Note that garages and carports are not required to have sprinklers even though, 
statistically, there is a moderate probability of fire occurrence in those areas.  There are several 
reasons for this exception: (1) dwelling units are required to be fire protected from attached 
garages by the application of gypsum board to the garage wall (and ceiling, in most cases), and 
(2) unheated garages are difficult to protect with a sprinkler system that does not allow the use of 
antifreeze or preaction-type sprinklers.”

Staff realizes that increased square-foot cost to the construction of a residential dwelling unit is 
the result of meeting this code.  Because many of the larger custom homes in Cochise County 
rely on wells for their water supply, they lack the required water pressure needed to properly 
operate fire sprinkler systems.  To mitigate the lack of adequate water pressure when supplied by 
a water company, these rural homes must install costly water tanks with sufficient flow and 
pressure to meet the fire code.  The issue of a lack of water flow and pressure to supply these 
sprinkler systems, as well as the increase in square-foot cost, was the basis of the 
recommendations from the Construction community for staff to address the need for all areas of 
a single family dwelling to be protected from a fire sprinkler system.

In a recent survey, it was found that both Sierra Vista and Benson have addressed this issue in 
different ways.  Sierra Vista has adopted the 2012 codes with amendments (Attachment A) 
which excluded garages and porches in the calculation of the living space for sprinkler 
requirements, but still use the 3,600-square foot size limit.  

Benson amended their Fire Code to exclude a single family residence (Attachment B).   

Cochise County, in December of 2004, adopted the 2003 IFC, Section B105 of Appendix B, in 
which those dwelling units greater 3,600-square foot are required to have residential fire 
sprinkler systems installed.  This requires garages, outside patios, and storage spaces to be 
sprinkled with a system.  Staff has looked at the language in the 2009 IFC, which was amended 
to read as follows:

1.  Attics, crawl spaces and normally unoccupied concealed spaces that do not contain fuel-fired 
appliances do not require sprinklers.  In attics, crawl spaces, and normally unoccupied concealed 
spaces that contain fuel-fired equipment, a sprinkler shall be installed above the equipment; 
however, sprinklers shall not be required in the remainder of the space.

2. Clothes closets, linen closets, and pantries not exceeding 24-square feet (with the smallest 
dimension not greater than 3-feet and having wall and ceiling surfaces of gypsum board.

3. Bathrooms not more than 55-square feet in area.

4. Garages; carports; exterior porches; unheated entry areas, such as mud rooms, that are 
adjacent to an exterior door; and similar areas.

It is the recommendation of staff, that a simple statement such as:  “Fire flow calculation area 
for R-3 Residential uses shall include only the living area of the structure and shall exclude 
garages, storage uses other than closets, and exterior porches” be considered to meet 
minimum safety standards for single family homes.  As stated above, the Building Code 
Advisory and Appeals Board agreed with Staff’s recommendation and voted to send this forward 
to the Board of Supervisors with a recommendation for approval.

Storage Sheds



This is a request to amend the IRC and the IBC, Sections 105.2.1, to increase the current 
maximum square-footage of sheds (defined as one-story detached accessory structures with no 
utilities) from 120-square feet to 200-square feet before requiring a building and/or zoning 
permit.  Staff has received many applicant generated complaints from the public regarding 
various permit requirements for small storage sheds.  These types of structures are sold by Home 
Depot, Lowes, and Sutherlands in Sierra Vista, and available from many similar retail outlets in 
Tucson.  Many times, these smaller sheds are constructed off-site, and delivered to residential 
sites throughout the county.  After discussion, the Building Code Advisory and Appeals Board 
agreed to forward a recommendation for approval to amending both sections of the adopted 
Cochise County Building Code to relieve the permitting requirements for the public.  While a 
building permit and/or a zoning permit may not be required for these structures, it should be 
noted that the Floodplain Regulations recently adopted by Cochise County do require a permit 
for accessory structures found in a regulated flood plain (Attachment 1).

III:  RECOMMENDATIONS

Fire Sprinklers:   The Building Code Advisory and Appeals Board is sending a 
recommendation of approval to the Board of Supervisors for amending the language of the 2003 
IFC, Section B104.1 General, by adding:  “Fire flow calculation area for R-3 Residential uses 
shall include only the living area of the structure and shall exclude garages, storage uses 
other than closets, and exterior porches.”

The Building Code Advisory and Appeals Board is also forwarding a recommendation for 
approval to the Board of Supervisors to amend the language of the 2003 IRC and the 2003 IBC, 
Sections 105.2.1 (which defines those structures exempt from the code) to read: “One-story 
detached accessory structures with no utilities provided the floor area does not exceed 200-
Square-Feet”.



Building Code Advisory and Appeals 
Board Recommendations

Proposed Language to Amend the 
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Board of Supervisors
January 7, 2014

Proposed Language to Amend the 
Building Code



Background

Building Code Advisory and Appeals 
Board Initial meeting was September 
25, 2013
Voted to recommend approval for two Voted to recommend approval for two 
changes to the 2003 Adopted Building 
Code
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Fire Sprinkler Systems

Adopted 2003 International Fire Code
Calls for fire sprinkler systems for residential dwelling 
units of 3,600-square feet and larger
No exceptions for outdoor covered patios, garages, 
other storage areasother storage areas

Request arose from contractor community
Other jurisdictions have adopted newer codes which 
calculate coverage areas differently
Lack of adequate water supply further adds to cost



Fire Sprinkler Systems

Recommended language for 2003 IFC, Appendix  B104.1 
General.

“Fire-flow calculation area for R-3 Residential uses shall 
include only the living area of the structure and shall 
exclude garages, storage uses other than closets, and exclude garages, storage uses other than closets, and 
exterior porches.”

Will replace current language:  “The fire-flow calculation 
area shall be the total floor area of all floor levels within 
the exterior walls, and under the horizontal projections 
of the roof of a building, except as modified in Section 
B104.3.”



Shed Size Exemption

2003 IRC and IBC Section 105.2.1
Currently adopted as 120-square feet for accessory 
structures (typically sheds)
This is a change to the requirements for a permit by 
raising the size limit to 200-square feetraising the size limit to 200-square feet
Note:  Floodplain regulations do not specify size of 
shed

Staff is recommending that the language be amended to 
read “…200-square-feet.”



Recommendation

The Building Code Advisory and Appeals 
Board recommended approval of these 
changes.
 Staff is also recommending approval
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    Action      14.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Community Development             
Meeting Date: 01/07/2014  

Release of Assurances for Parcel 104-27-200, Rio Crote Subdivision
Submitted By: Keith Dennis, Community

Development
Department: Community Development Division: Planning & Zoning

Presentation: PowerPoint Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature NOT Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Keith Dennis TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Planner
II

Docket Number (If applicable): S-07-02
Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Adopt Resolution 14-02 authorizing the release of parcel 104-27-200 from the Assurance Agreement of
the Rio Corte Subdivision.

Background:
Background

This memo regards a Parcel located within the Rio Corte Estates Subdivision (Docket S-07-02), a 22-lot
subdivision on 66 acres zoned RU-4 and located approximately 1.2 miles south of Hereford Road. The
Board of Supervisors approved the final plat on October 16, 2007.  A new Assurance Agreement
reflecting new ownership was approved by the Board of Supervisors in January 2011 and is scheduled to
expire on January 25, 2014. 

Assurance Agreements are a contract between the Board of Supervisors and the Developer, and are
used to guarantee that all required subdivision improvements will be constructed by the developer prior to
the sale of any lots.  These improvements include but are not limited to roadways, flood control,
electrical, water, and sewer improvements.  The Planning Director and the County Engineer are
delegated by the Subdivision Regulations to release lots when improvements are complete.  

However, in particular, this request regards the release of assurances for Parcel 104-27-200.  This parcel
was created and recorded in 2009 by the Cochise County Assessor, to correctly reflect the ownership
through recorded documents.  The creation of the new Parcel from what would have been Lot 14 and
portions of Lots 1, 22, 15 and 13 constituted a major amendment to the recorded subdivision plat and
resulted in a subdivision plat that no longer correctly reflects the ownership of the parcels it subdivided.   
Furthermore, because a lien had been placed on this four-acre parcel PRIOR to the recordation of the
subdivision plat, the lien-holder was able to foreclose on this parcel.  After a foreclosure auction by the
lien-holder, a new owner was able to record new ownership, after which Pioneer Title released the
assurances on this parcel; it now sits squarely over infrastructure begun by the original owner, including
the entry roadways and some of the underground utilities.    This situation remains: the bulk of the
subdivision plat is held by Pioneer Title, while this four-acre parcel is now held by Residential Recovery
Capital Holdings #2. The new owner has requested that the BOS formally release the assurance
agreement for this four-acre parcel.  Staff concurs with this action and recognizes that at some point the



subdivision plat will need to be formally abandoned.  A Resolution is attached for the Chair's signature
should the Board approve this action.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Recorded Resolution authorizing the release of this parcel will be sent to the Owner.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
If the Board does not approve the request, the parcel will remain encumbered by the Rio Corte
assurance agreement.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
After the Chair signs the Resolution, and staff has recorded it, the original or a copy will be sent to the
Community Development Staff.

Attachments
Release
Resolution
Presentation
Staff Memorandum
Owners Affidavit Requesting Release



RELEASE OF ASSURANCE AGREEMENT 
PARCEL 104-27-200, WITHIN RIO CORTE SUBDIVISION

WHEREAS, COCHISE COUNTY has entered into an Agreement providing there 
shall be no transfer, lease or sale/conveyance of the property contained in Rio Corte 
Subdivision without first obtaining written approval of the Planning Director; and

WHEREAS, this Agreement is more particularly described as follows:  

TRUST COMPANY: Pioneer Title Agency, Inc.
TRUST NUMBER: 521012
AGREEMENT DATE: January 25, 2011
FEE#: 2011-01982
SUBDIVISION NAME: Rio Corte Subdivision (S-07-02)

Parcel 104-27-200
BOOK: 15    PAGE: 86

WHEREAS, the Agreement was made pursuant to A.R.S. 11-806.01 in order to 
provide for improvements to be made upon the real property subject to the Plat; and

WHEREAS, Parcel 104-27-200, having been recorded prior to recordation of the 
Rio Corte Final Plat, and subsequently sold at auction; and

WHEREAS, said Parcel does not conform to the recorded Final Plat,

NOW THEREFORE, pursuant to the authority delegated to the Cochise County 
Planning Director; and the County Engineer , by the Board of Supervisors in Section 
501.01H of the Cochise County Subdivision Regulations, the above-referenced Assurance 
Agreement is hereby released for Parcel 104-27-200, and any limitations imposed by this 
agreement on this specified Parcel are hereby extinguished.

RELEASED THIS 7th DAY OF January, 2014, BY THE PLANNING DIRECTOR, PER 
SECTION 501.01H OF THE SUBDIVISION REGULATIONS.

APPROVED RELEASED

_________________________________ __________________________________
Karen Riggs, County Engineer
Director, Highway and Floodplain 
Division

Beverly Wilson, RLA, Director
Planning Division
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RESOLUTION 14-

AUTHORIZING THE RELEASE OF PARCEL 104-27-200 FROM ASSURANCE 
AGREEMENT OF THE RIO CORTE SUBDIVISION 

WHEREAS, a Subdivision Plat was recorded on October 25, 2007, in the Office of the 
Cochise County Recorder in Book 15, Page 86 and 86A of the Maps and Plats Records of 
Cochise County, creating the Rio Corte Subdivision; and

WHEREAS, an Assurance Agreement between Cochise County and Pioneer Title 
Agency, Inc., an Arizona Company, as Trustee under Trust No. 517603 for Rio Corte Lender, 
LLC, an Arizona limited liability company as Beneficiary of Trust No. 517603, was originally 
made for the completion of certain improvements for Rio Corte Subdivision, on October 4, 2007 
and recorded in the Office of the Cochise County Recorder by Fee No. 2011-01982; and

WHEREAS, a substitute Assurance Agreement between Cochise County and Pioneer 
Title Agency, Inc., an Arizona Company, as Trustee under Trust No. 512012 for Rio Corte 
Lender, LLC, an Arizona limited liability company as Beneficiary of Trust No. 512012, was 
made for the completion of certain improvements for Rio Corte Subdivision, on January 25, 2011
and recorded in the Office of the Cochise County Recorder by Fee No. 2011-10873, on May 16, 
2011; and

WHEREAS, these Agreements were made pursuant to ARS 11-806.01 in order to provide 
for improvements to be made upon the real property subject to the Plat; and

WHEREAS, Parcel 104-27-200, was recorded on September 5, 2007, prior to the October 
25, 2007, recordation of the Rio Corte Final Plat; and

WHEREAS, the parcel does not conform to the recorded Final Plat; and

WHEREAS, the subject property cannot be developed in accordance with said Final Plat 
in so much as Parcel 104-27-200 does not conform to said Plat; and 

WHEREAS, the parcel, having been recorded prior to recordation of the Final Plat, cannot 
legally be bound by terms of the Final Plat or any Assurance Agreements pertaining thereto,

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that the Cochise County Board of 
Supervisors hereby authorizes and directs release of Parcel 104-27-200 from any and all Assurance 
Agreements with respect to the Rio Corte Subdivision and authorizes and directs the execution and 
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recording of said Release as Exhibit A hereto.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of Cochise County, Arizona, 
this_____ day of , 2014.

__________________________
Ann English, Chairman
Cochise County Board of Supervisors

ATTEST: ATTEST AS TO FORM:

___________________________________ ____________________________________
Arlethe Rios, Adam Ambrose
Clerk of the Board Deputy County Attorney



Rio Corte Subdivision
Docket S-07-02

A Request to Release Assurance 
Agreement for a Single Parcel

Board of Supervisors
January 7, 2014



Rio Corte Final Plat
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Parcel 104-27-200

Highway 92

(31 acres)



 Staff recommends the Board of Supervisors
release Parcel 104-27-200 from the Rio Corte
Assurance Agreement.

Recommendation



COCHISE COUNTY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
“Public Programs…Personal Service”

TO:     Board of Supervisors
Through:  Michael J. Ortega, County Administrator

FROM: Beverly J. Wilson, Planning Director

SUBJECT: Rio Corte Subdivision, Docket No. S-07-02 and the illegal lot split creating Parcel 
104-27-200

DATE: December 20, 2013 for the January 7, 2014 Board Meeting

Background

This memo regards Parcel located within the Rio Corte Estates Subdivision (Docket S-07-02), a 
22-lot subdivision on 66 acres zoned RU-4 and located approximately 1.2 miles south of 
Hereford Road. The Board of Supervisors approved the final plat on October 16, 2007.  The 
Assurance Agreement with the former property owner, Rio Corte LLC, will expire on January 
25, 2014.  Assurance Agreements are a contract between the Board of Supervisors and the 
Developer, and are used to guarantee that all required subdivision improvements will be 
constructed by the developer prior to the sale of any lots. These improvements include but are 
not limited to roadways, flood control, electrical, water, and sewer improvements. A new 
Assurance Agreement reflecting new ownership was approved by the Board of Supervisors in 
January 2011 and is scheduled to expire on January 25, 2014.  

However, in particular, this request regards the release of assurances for Parcel 104-27-200. This 
parcel was created and recorded in 2009 by the Cochise County Assessor, to correctly reflect the 
ownership through recorded documents. The creation of the new Parcel from what would have 
been Lot 14 and portions of Lots 1, 22, 15 and 13 constituted a major amendment to the recorded 
subdivision plat and resulted in a subdivision plat that no longer correctly reflects the ownership 
of the parcels it subdivided.  Furthermore, because a lien had been placed on this four-acre 
parcel PRIOR to the recordation of the subdivision plat, the lien-holder was able to foreclose on 
this parcel.  After a foreclosure auction by the lien-holder, a new owner was able to record new
ownership, after which Pioneer Title released the assurances on this parcel; it now sits squarely 
over infrastructure begun by the original owner, including the entry roadways and some of the 
underground utilities. This situation remains: the bulk of the subdivision plat is held by Pioneer 



Title, while this four-acre parcel is now held by Residential Recovery Capital Holdings #2. The 
new owner has requested that the BOS formally release the new assurance agreement for this 
four-acre parcel.  Staff concurs with this action and recognizes that at some point the subdivision 
plat will need to be formally abandoned.

Motion

Madame Chair, I move to adopt the resolution releasing the Assurance Agreement that 
encumbers Parcel 104-27-200 with Pioneer Title Agency, Inc. as trustee under trust number 
521012.

Attachments

Owners Affidavit Requesting Release
Release for Parcel 104-27-200





















   

    Action      15.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Community Development             
Meeting Date: 01/07/2014  

Cochise-Vista Bicycle Path Route IGA
Submitted By: Rorri Perez, Community

Development
Department: Community Development Division: Highways

Presentation: PowerPoint Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

2

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Karen L. Lamberton TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

County
Transportation
Planner

Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Adopt Resolution 14-03 to support an Intergovernmental Agreement with the City of Sierra Vista for
funding and construction responsibilities for the Cochise-Vista bicycle path. 

Background:
The Cochise Bicycle Advocates, a volunteer entity that provides ideas and recommendations on bicycling
issues within Cochise County and the City of Sierra Vista, worked with the City of Sierra Vista on a Safe
Bicycle and Pedestrian Routes Plan, completed in August 2011. One of those proposed routes, known
as the Cochise-Vista Bicycle Path Route (“the Route”), was prioritized by the Cochise Bicycle Advocates
for implementation. The City of Sierra Vista and Cochise County staff met to coordinate this joint effort
and bring the request to their respective elective officials for consideration. 

The new Route would begin at Buena High School, head westward to Ranchos Carmela, and then
southward to Ramsey Canyon Road. The Route traverses both City and County sections and is
approximately 14 miles in length. Across its full length, the Route incorporates multi-use path sections,
striped bicycle lanes, and safer sections of local streets. 

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
The County will record the approved Resolution and IGA and provide copies to the City of Sierra Vista.
Both agencies will then coordinate the funding and construction of the pathway signs for installation in
2014. 

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
The County will not work with the City of Sierra Vista to provide a seamless bicycle pathway between
jurisdictional boundaries. 

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Once signed, return all originals to Karen Lamberton, Highway Dept. The IGA and Resolution will be



Once signed, return all originals to Karen Lamberton, Highway Dept. The IGA and Resolution will be
recorded and copies provided to the City of Sierra Vista. 

Fiscal Impact
Fiscal Year: 2014-2015
One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$): 400
Ongoing Costs? ($$$):
County Match Required? ($$$): 0
A-87 Overhead Amt? (Co. Cost Allocation $$$):
Source of Funding?: HURF

Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):
This agreement commits the County to a one-time expense for staff resources to construct signs and an
ongoing commitment to maintain the pathway and signs within the county areas. Maintenance is an
ongoing county-wide expense that is annually budgeted. 

Attachments
Memo
Map
City of Sierra Vista Resolution
County Resolution
IGA
Powerpoint presentation



COCHISE COUNTY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
“Public Programs…Personal Service”

Highway ∙ Floodplain ∙ 1415 Melody Lane, Bldg  F ∙ Bisbee, Arizona  85603 ∙ 520-432-9300 ∙ F 520-432-9337, 9338 ∙ 1-800-752-3745
Planning ∙ Zoning ∙ Building ∙ 1415 Melody Lane, Bldg E ∙ Bisbee, Arizona  85603 ∙ 520-432-9240 ∙ F 520-432-9278 ∙ 1-877-777-7958

DATE: January 7, 2014

TO: Board of Supervisors

THRU: Karen Riggs, P.E., Highway and Floodplain Director

FROM: Karen Lamberton, AICP, County Transportation Planner

SUBJECT: Cochise-Vista Bicycle Path Route IGA

Recommendation: This department recommends signing a Resolution and approving an 
Intergovernmental Agreement with the City of Sierra Vista to fund and construct a joint bicycle pathway 
known as the Cochise-Vista Bicycle Path Route. 

Background (Brief): The Cochise Bicycle Advocates, a volunteer entity that provides ideas and 
recommendations on bicycling issues within Cochise County and the City of Sierra Vista, worked with the 
City of Sierra Vista on a Safe Bicycle and Pedestrian Routes Plan, completed in August 2011.  One of 
those proposed routes, known as the Cochise-Vista Bicycle Path Route (“the Route”), was prioritized by 
the Cochise Bicycle Advocates for implementation.   The City of Sierra Vista and Cochise County staff 
met to coordinate this joint effort and bring the request to their respective elective officials for 
consideration. 

The new Route would begin at Buena High School, head westward to Ranchos Carmela, and then 
southward to Ramsey Canyon Road. The Route traverses both City and County sections and is 
approximately 14 miles in length.  Across its full length, the Route incorporates multi-use path sections, 
striped bicycle lanes, and safer sections of local streets.  

Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources: This IGA commits County staffing resources for construction of 
pathway signs (materials costs will be provided by the City of Sierra Vista). Cochise County will also be 
committed to ongoing maintenance of the pathway and signs within the County areas of the route. 
These funds will be provided from the Highway Dept. line items for sign and striping.

Next Steps/Action Items/Follow-up:   The County will record the approved Resolution and IGA and 
provide copies to the City of Sierra Vista.  Both agencies will then coordinate the funding and 
construction of the pathway signs for installation in 2014. 

Impact of NOT approving: The County will not work with the City of Sierra Vista to provide a seamless 
bicycle pathway between jurisdictional boundaries. 



















COCHISE-VISTA BICYCLE PATH ROUTE
IGA WITH CITY OF SIERRA VISTA IGA WITH CITY OF SIERRA VISTA 





PROPOSED PROJECT
COCHISE-VISTA BICYCLE ROUTE

Connecting a 14 mile route from Buena High School to 
the U.S. Forest Brown Canyon trailhead located on 

Ramsey Canyon Rd.Ramsey Canyon Rd.

Construct approximately 48 steel trail signs
Add route to Safe Bicycle and Pedestrian Route Map

Provide ongoing maintenance for pathway 
Provide ongoing maintenance for trail signs



STAFF RECOMMENDATION

To approve Resolution supporting the 
proposed IGA with the City of Sierra 
Vista; and Vista; and 

To approve the IGA supporting the 
funding and construction of the 
Cochise-Vista Bicycle Path Route. 



   

    Action      16.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Sheriff             
Meeting Date: 01/07/2014  

Award of Request for Proposals for Video Visitation/Inmate Phone Services
Submitted By: Dave Seward, Procurement
Department: Procurement

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

2

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Dave Seward TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Dave
Seward

Mandated Function?: Federal or State Mandate  Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the award Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 14-02-FAC-03 for Inmate Video Visitation/Phone
Services to Securus Technology for the period of January 7, 2014 through December 31, 2018.

Background:
RFP No. 14-02-FAC-03 was released on September 13, 2013. The bid was advertised in the Arizona
Range News on September 25 & October 2, 2013 and posted on the County website. Bid notices were
mailed to eight vendors. A pre-bid meeting was held at the prospective video visitation locations on
September 24, 2013 and October 3, 2013. Four bids were received prior to the bid due date and time of
July 26, 2011 at 4:00 p.m. as follows:

Legacy Inmate Communications, Cypress, CA
Telmate, LLC, San Francisco, CA
Securus Technology, Inc., Dallas, TX
IC Solutions, San Antonio, TX

An evaluation committee consisting of representatives from Procurement, IT, and the Sheriff’s office
evaluated, scored, and ranked the proposals independently. The evaluation committee unanimously
ranked Securus Technology, Inc., the incumbent vendor, as the number one ranked firm.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Execute contract, coordinate installation of equipment & monitor contract performance.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Jails are required by statute to provide phone service to inmates. Use of video visitation will alleviate
security issues and allow correctional officers to use their time in more conventional duties. 

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Contracts signed by vendor will be hand carried to the Clerk of the Board.



Fiscal Impact
Fiscal Year:
One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$):
Ongoing Costs? ($$$):
County Match Required? ($$$):
A-87 Overhead Amt? (Co. Cost Allocation $$$):
Source of Funding?:
Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):
This is a revenue generating contract.

Attachments
Contract



AGREEMENT #14-02-SHF-03
INMATE VIDEO VISITATION/PHONE SERVICES

BETWEEN COCHISE COUNTY

And

SECURUS TECHNOLOGIES, INC.

This Contract is made between the County of Cochise, State of Arizona (the County) whose Authorized 
representative is:

Terry Rutan, Senior Buyer
Cochise County Procurement Department

1415 Melody Lane, Building C
Bisbee, Arizona 85602

and the Contractor, whose complete name, address and Authorized Representative are:

Robert E. Pickens, Chief Operating Officer

Securus Technologies, Inc.

14651 N. Dallas Parkway, Suite 600

Dallas, TX 75254

This Contract is designated by the County as No. 14-02-SHF-03 Inmate Video Visitation/Phone Services

The County and Contractor agree as follows:

Article I. Contract Documents: The Contract Documents consist of this Agreement; the Cochise 
County Standard Contract Terms and Conditions; the solicitation, including instructions, all 
terms and conditions, technical specifications, Scope of Work attachments, and addenda 
thereto; and the bid/offer submitted by the bidder/offeror in response to the solicitation and 
other Contract Documents.

Article II. Contract Performance: The Contractor shall provide all of the materials, equipment, and 
services required by the Contract Documents, with the options and modifications or 
clarifications, if any, expressly stated here:

Article III. Date of Commencement and Completion: The Contractor shall commence performance 
of this Contract on the date that this Agreement is signed and approved by Cochise 
County unless a different date is stated below:

As specified in Contract Documents

Article IV. Payment: The County shall pay the Contractor in the amounts and at the times or events 
stated below:

Payment as specified in Contract Documents

This Agreement is entered into this 7th day of January, 2014.



CONTRACTOR: COCHISE COUNTY:

Reviewed By:

David Seward, Director
Procurement Department

Authorized By:

Signature

Print Name and Title
Robert E. Pickens, Chief Operating Officer

Approved By:

Company
Securus Technologies, Inc.

Ann English, Chairperson
Board of Supervisors

Attest:

Arlethe Rios
Clerk of the Board

Approved as to Form
Elda Orduna
Civil Deputy County Attorney



   

    Action      17.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Sheriff             
Meeting Date: 01/07/2014  

Detention Officer Pay Plan
Submitted By: Kenneth Bradshaw, County Sheriff
Department: County Sheriff

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature NOT Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Sheriff Mark Dannels TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Sheriff

Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve a Detention Officer Pay Plan to allow base salary adjustments dependent upon
certification/training qualifications and tenure requirements.

Background:
For some time the Sheriff’s Office Detention Division has experienced difficulty in retaining staff, carrying
vacancies for many years, and trouble recruiting qualified staff at the current pay range and structure.
Since July of 2012 (18 months) 24 Detention Officers have ended employment with the Sheriff’s Office.
Sheriff Dannels along with Human Resources staff have developed a plan to help alleviate some of
these difficulties. The Plan is structured similar to the Deputy Pay Plan previously approved by the Board
of Supervisors several years ago. In essence, the Plan allows base salary adjustments when an
employee meets certain certifications/training and tenure requirements.

There are two components associated with adjusting Detention Officer Pay. The first part is bringing the
level of pay up to or at least close to market. To identify our Detentions Officers current market position
in comparison with its competitors, Human Resources conducted a study of comparable sized and
contiguous Arizona Counties as well as the State Prison in Douglas. Cochise County significantly lags
behind most other jurisdictions with which we compete. 

The cost to implement this plan is approximately $266,718.90 annually. This would be the ongoing cost
of bringing the staff to the recommended pay levels. Because detention officers are very much behind
market, some proposed increases are in excess of 20%. Even with these increases they will not be
above current market. Paying Detention Officers a competitive wage is also an important step in
minimizing corruption. The reasoning for higher salaries goes beyond an anti-corruption measure; it will
serve as a draw for individuals in the private sector, and as a competitive salary as well.

The second part is the establishment of a Pay Plan to keep salaries at or close to market. The Plan
outlines increases to base salaries based on Detention Officers achieving certifications/training and
tenure. The Corporal, Sergeant and Lieutenant levels move up on the basis of tenure alone. The ongoing
cost of the plan is estimated to be between $12k - $32k annually. The Sheriff has identified Jail
Enhancement funds, generated by fines and fees, to cover the cost of the proposed increases and the
ongoing Plan costs for the next several years. 



Jail enhancement funds are to be used to enhance jails, jail operations and jail training programs beyond
the Sheriff's normally budgeted programs. The Sheriffs Office continues to evolve and improve
operations through changes in management and redeployment of our limited resources. This plan
increases and improves the value, quality, desirability and attractiveness of county jail services and
operations. The Legislature, in its wisdom, used the term "enhancement" thereby deferring to the
expertise of those who run the jails to determine what they need to improve or enhance their jail
operations. JEF allocations are intended to enhance jail operations. This plan gives Detention Officers
incentive to strive for an even higher level of performance by pursuing the required training and standards
to reach the next level. It also creates goals for staff, increasing the likelihood that staff will stay in the
organization enhancing the number of senior staff along with the knowledge and experience that come
with additional training and tenure.
Over the next several years the County Administration will work to shift costs away from Jail
Enhancement to the General Fund during the development of each budget where ultimately the General
Fund will absorb the vast majority of the cost.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Upon Board approval, the Sheriff's Office will work with Human Resources and Finance to impement the
described Detention Officer Pay Plan.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
If the Board does not approve this plan, Detention staff will remain at their current pay. Their current pay
is significantly below market value. Detention will continue to lose approximately 25% of its staff annually
due to corruption and transfer to higher paying jobs. Officers will not gain needed experience resulting in
relatively new staff training newly employed staff.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Not Applicable

Fiscal Impact
Fiscal Year: 2014
One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$):
Ongoing Costs? ($$$): 266718.90
County Match Required? ($$$):
A-87 Overhead Amt? (Co. Cost Allocation $$$):
Source of Funding?: Jail Enhancement Fund

Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):
The cost to implement this plan is approximately $266,718.90 annually. The Sheriff has identified Jail
Enhancement funds, generated by fines and fees, to cover the cost of the proposed increases and the
ongoing Plan costs for the next several years. Over the next several years the County Administration will
work to shift costs away from Jail Enhancement to the General Fund during the development of each
budget where ultimately the General Fund will absorb the vast majority of the cost.

 

Fiscal Year: 2015
One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$):
Ongoing Costs? ($$$): 23,940.00
County Match Required? ($$$):
A-87 Overhead Amt? (Co. Cost Allocation $$$):
Source of Funding?:
Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):



The estimated additional cost to the plan for Fiscal year 2015is $23,940.00. The Sheriff has identified Jail
Enhancement funds, generated by fines and fees, to cover the cost of the proposed increases and the
ongoing Plan costs for the next several years. Over the next several years the County Administration will
work to shift costs away from Jail Enhancement to the General Fund during the development of each
budget where ultimately the General Fund will absorb the vast majority of the cost.

Attachments
DO Pay Plan
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